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hope that the bill would be passed without the re- 
ference proposed. ‘ 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said this wasa 
case of peculiar hardship; that the man had lost 
joth his arms in the service of his country; and 
that he could not help himself even to a drink of 

ter. 

a r. CONGER made some remarks in favor of 
referring the bill as proposed by the gentleman 
fom New York, (Mr. Kine,] and of letting it take 
is regular place on the calendar with the other 
meritorious cases to be found there. 


Mr. STANLY expressed himself in favor of || 
the immediate passage of the bill, and moved the || 


previous question. 


Mr. VAN DYKE inquired whether the rules | 
did not require the reference of the bill, as it in- | 


yolved an appropriation of money? 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that it 
id not. 
The question was then put; and there was a 
secind to the previous question; and the main 
question was ordered to be put. 

The question now being, ** Shall the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole,” it was put 
and decided in the negative. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a | 


third reading; and, being engrossed, 

Mr. McMULLEN objected to its being read the 
third time to-day; and 

The question was put to the House, whether 
the bill should receive its third reading to-day, and 
decided in the affirmative. 

The bill was then read the third time and passed. 


Mr. CROWELL moved,to reconsider the vote | 


by which the bill was passed, and moved to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The question was put and the motion was laid 
on the table. 


On motion by Mr. CROWELL, leave was 


granted to withdraw from the files the petition and | 


papers of John Kendrick. 

Mr. FREEDLEY asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a resolution. 

Objection was made. 


Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on | 


Foreign Affairs, reported the following bills which 
were severally read the first and second times by 
their titles, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the reports accompanying, or- 
dered to be printed, viz: 

A bill for the relief Thomas Rider; and 

A bill for the relief of Henry La Reintree. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, also, from the same com- 
mitiee, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Henry La Reintree, asking for additional compen- 
sation for his services as a translator of the Span- 
ish language; which report was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 

Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Territo- 
nies, reported a bill to make further appropriation 
for the public buildings in the Territories of Min- 
hesota and Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
sue of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made adverse reports in 
the following cases; which were ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of the heirs of Peter and Winni- 
fred Ashby; 


y; 
The petition of Rosa Clark; 
€ petition of the heirs of James Broadus; 

The petition of Margaret Williams; 

The petition of the heirs of Roseman Porter, the 
widow of John Brady; and 

The potion of Sarah Knight. 

Mr. WALLACE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relief of Eleanor Da- 
vidson; which was read twice by its title, referred 
0 the Committee of the Whole House, and or- 
dered to be printed. , 

Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, from the Committee on 

Volutionary Pensions, made an adverse re 
On the tition of Catharine Michael; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
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On motion by Mr. TUCK, it was 


he discharged from the further consideration of the petition 
of Caleb Dustin, praying for the redemption of Continental 
scrip, and that it be laid upon the table. 


| bills, which were severally read twice by their 


|| titles, referred to the Committee of the 


| dered to be printed, viz: 
|| A bill granting a pension to Sarah A. Bush; 
and 


| Henry Miller, deceased. 
PENSIONS. 
Mr. FREEDLEY, from the Committee on Rev- 


giving construction to the act of February, 1849, 
| granting five years’ half pay to certain widows and 
orphans. 

The bill having been read twice by its title, Mr. 
FREEDLEY, remarking that its object was 
| merely to give aconstruction to a former law, asked 
| that it might be put upon its third reading. 

The bill having been read through, 

Mr. JONES said, that the joint resolution 
| which had just been read, was right and proper, 
| as far as it went—that it met his corrdial appro- 
bation, and should have his support But it did 
| not go far enough. 
|| approved July 21, 1848, pensions were authorized 
to be granted to all widuws and orphans of offi- 
|| cers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and 
privates, whether of the regular army or of vol- 





|| April, 1846, or may die during the war with 
|| Mexico, from wounds received, or from disease 





said death has occurred, or may hereafter occur, 
while said officers, non-commissioned officers, 
| musicians, or privates, were in the service of the 
United States, and in the line of duty; or while 
returning to their usual places of residence in the 
United States, after having received a discharge, 
upon a surgeon’s certificate, for disability in- 
curred, from wounds received, or disease con- 
|| tracted, while in the line of duty, or while on their 
march to join the army in Mexico. 
the provisions of the act of July 21, 1848; and, 


| 








under it, in consequence of the husband or father 


standing the fact might be borne upon the rolls, 
that he had actually died in a foreign land, and in 
\| the service of his country, it was not conclusive of 
|| the right of his widow or orphans to the benefits 
of the act; but, under the rules and regulations of 
the department, the applicant was required to 








|| ceased husband or father, actually died from 


Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions I] 


\| _ Mr. FREEDLEY, from the Committee on | 
|| Revolutionary Pensions, reported the following | 


hole | 
|| House, and, with the reports acompanying, or- | 


A bill for the relief of the heirs of Lieut. Col. | 


olutionary Pensions, reported a joint resolution |, 


By the provisions of the act, | 


|| unteers, who have died since the first day of || 


contracted, while in the line of duty; provided | 


These were | 
when a widow or orphan applied for a pension | 


having died in the service of the country, notwith- || 


prove, by a commissioned officer, that the de- || 










their return to their usual places of residence, of 
wounds received, or from disease contracted, 
} while in the line of duty.” By the provisions of 
|| this act, it was manifestly intended to effect two 
| objects—First, to secure the pension to all widows 
and orphans whose husbands and fathers remained 
in the service to the date of their death, without 
regard to the cause of such death. A different 
construction, however, has been given to this act 
by the proper officers of the Government—doubt- 
| less from the best of motives—and under that con- 
| struction, the applicants for pensions, under the 
| two acts, are still required, to prove that the hus- 
band or father—under whose name they apply— 
actually died of wounds received, or from disease 
|| contracted, while in the line of his duty. Sec- 
| ondly, to extend the benefits of the act of the 
|| 26th July, 1848, to ail widows and orphans of offi- 
|| cers and soldiers, ‘* who, having received an hon- 
|| orable discharge, and who have died since their re- 
turn to their usual places of residence, of wounds 
received or from disease contracted, while in the line 
of duty.” This is a new class of cases, never be- 
| fore provided for, but as much entitled to the aid 
|| of the Government, as those whose husbands and 
fathers died after being discharged, but before reach- 
|| ing home. No difficulty has occurred with regard 
|| to this latter class of cases, where the husband or 
|| father died before February 22d, 1849—the date of 
| the approval of the law. But under the law, as it 
| now stands, and the construction given to it at the 
|| Pension Office, no widow or orphan can obtain the 
|| pension contemplated by these laws, whose hus- 
|| band or father has died since that date. The law, 
| perhaps, rigidly construed, may, bear such a con- 
struction—indeed, it may be the true one. Bat if 
|| so, it was clearly an oversight in the person who 
draughted the law, as aiso in those who passed it, 
Congress could never have intended to pass a law 
granting pensions to the widows and orphans of 
| soldiers who died before the 22) February, 1849, 
| and to exclude those of soldiers who had been en- 
|| gaged in the same service, and who died from simi- 
|| lar causes, but who happened to linger upon life’s 
shore twenty-four or forty-eight hours longer, and 
then died the day after the passage of the act. 
Now, sir, the joint resolution under considera- 
tion, will correct the misconstruction or omission 
of the law in the first class of cases to which I 
|| have referred, by extending the benefits of the 
'| laws to all widows and orphans whose husbands 
| or fathers remained to the date of their death in the 
military service of the United States, without re- 
gard to the cause of death. 
‘| The other object which I desire shall be effected 
| by this joint resolution, is, by an amendment, to 
|| provide that the widows and orphans of all offi- 
| cers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and 
|| privates, who, having been honorably discharged, 
Save since died, or who may hereafter die, of 
|| wounds received, or from disease contracted, while 








|| wounds received, or from disease contracted, while || in the service, as well those who die after the pas- 
in the service of the United States, and in the line | sage of the act of February 22, 1849, as those who 
| of hisduty. This was clearly the meaning and in- || died before the date of the passage of that act. 
tention of the law; in other words, these rulesand || There is another class of cases, equally merito- 
regulations were in accordance with its express | rious as those already provided for, and which 4 
provisions. But from the death of many of the || desire to see the benefits of the pension laws ex- 
officers, and the removal of others, it was ex- || tended to. Iallude to the widows and orphans of 
tremely difficult—not to say impossible—in many || such volunteer officers who resigned in conse- 
cases, for the destitute and helpless widows, and || quence of disability to perform military duty, and 
the still more helpless orphans, to comply with || who have since died, or who shall hereafter die, of 
such rules and regulations, and amounted, not un- || wounds received, or from disease contracted, while 
frequently, to a total deprivation of the very in- || in the military service of the United States during 
This should certainly be 
done. In order to effect the objects desired, I 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| adequate relief, inten.ed, by the provisions of the } the war with Mexico. 


|| law, to be extended to this most needy and mer- 


have sustained, in the death of him to whom 
alone they looked for protection and support. 
The act of February 22, 1849, provides that the 
act of July 21, 1848, shall be so construed as to 
embrace ‘‘ all widows and orphans of officers, 
non-commissioned officers, musicians and pri- 
vates, whether of the regular army or of volunteers, 


itorious class of claimants upon the justice of the | 


will move to recommit the resolution to the Com- 
' mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, in the hope, 
| and as I believe, the committee will so modify and 
\| amend it, as to extend the benefits of the pension 
‘| laws to the several classes of widows and orphans 
to whom I have referred. I hope the recommit- 
| ment will be ordered, with this understanding. 
Mr. FREEDLEY said, | have asked that this 
joint resolution be put upon its passage. It does 





Government, for the irreparable loss which they 


who have received an honorable discharge, or who || not enact any new law. It only gives to a law 
remained, to fhe date of their death, in the military | heretofore passed that construction which it is 
service of the United States, and who have died since || the unanimous opinion of the committee was the 
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intention of Congress in passing it. Itdeclares 
the true construction of that law to be, to pive pen- 


siona to the widows and orphans of all soldiers | 
who died while in service in the Mexican war, | 


without regard to what may have been the cause 
of such death. 
intention of the act referred to; but the commis- 
sioner of pensions and the proper department have 
given to that act a different construction; they 
now require the widow, whose husband died in 
service in Mexico, lo prove that he died of wounds 
received, or of disease contracted, while in the line 
of his duty. This, in most instances, amounts to 
a denivl of the pension. The company officers 
who commanded in Mexico, are many of them 
now dead—many on the frontiers in distant places, 
and many in places unknown. 


This is believed to have been the | 


How, then, are | 


these poor widows to be expected to furnish this | 


proof? They have lost their husbands. They 
have died while in the service of their county, and 
shall these widows be now told that they must 
show by the proof cf the proper officer, that the 
death was not occasioned by imprudence or excess, 


but by disease contracted while in the line of duty ? | 


We all know that, in a majority of cases of deaths 
among our soldiery in Mexico, such deaths were 
induced by some imprudence on the part of the 


soldier; and shall the widow and orphan of the | 


soldier, whose bones now whiten the fields of 


Mexico, be deprived of the bounty of government, | 
because the husband and father has indulged in |, 


habits, which may be said to be incident to the 
camp? This was not the intention of Congress. 
It is contrary to the plain reading and clear inten- 
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| the soldier who had been honorably discharged, || in, so that they were just. 
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and who died of the disease which he hail pre- 
viously contracted, should not be put on the same 
footing with the soldier who had died in the service. 


| He had no serious objection to the resolution, but 


he thought this discrimination ought not be per- 
mitted tO exist. 

Mr. VINTON advocated the committal of the 
resolution to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, in order that it might be better 


understood before it was pressed to its passage. | 
As he understood the law, if a soldier, receiving a | 


wound while jn the line of duty, which resulted 
in death, during his continuance in service, his 
widow and orphans were entitled toapension. It 
was proposed to change this law, so as to entitle 
the widow to a pension, if the soldier died of dis- 
ease while in service, whether the injury or dis- 
ease was contracted during such service or not. 
He referred to the numerous claims which had 


poured into the Pension Office during the past year; || 


and to the fact that the Commissioner of Pensions 
had, within a few days, submitted to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means ar estimate showing that 
about half a million of dollars would be required 
to meet the deficiencies of the year. He had felt 
considerable astonishment at the extent of this 
deficiency, and had put an inquiry to the Com- 
missioner as to the cause. The answer of the 


Commissioner was, that the extraordinary dis- | 


bursements of the office were rendered necessary 


|| by the Jaws which had been passed relative to 
| the Mexican war. 


tion of the act of 22d February, 1849. That act | 


was intended to give a pension to the widow and 
orphans in all cases where the husband and father 


remained in the service, to the date of his death, | 


without regard to what may have been the direct 
or remote cause of that death. It is sufficient to 
know that he died in the service of his county. 
The object of this resolution is only to declare, in 
words which cannot be misconstrued or misunder- 


stood, that which the committee believe to be now | 


the law. I will send to the desk, and ask to be 
read, the act of 22d February, 1849, in connection 


| Committee of the Whole on 


If the resolution, as he understood it, should | 
pass in its present form, its tendency appeared to | 


him to be, to bring under the operation of the 
vension laws, the widow of any soldier who may 
Seis died, whether in service or not. He thought 
it would be better to refer the resolution to the 
the state of the 


Union. Very great drains had been made on the 


_ Treasury by the operation of laws, which, at their 


passage, were but imperfectly understood. 


Mr. McLEAN, of Kentucky, spoke in opposi- | 


|, tion to the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
| to refer the resolution to the Committee of the 


with the resolution now proposed to be passed, and | 


think it will clearly appear that the latter but de- 
elares the Jaw as the former intended it—(Clerk 
reads said act in connection with the resolution 
reported, 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, offered the following 
amendment: 


Provided, That the act shall be so construed as to extend 
to the widows and orphans of officers, non-commissioned 


officers, inusicians, and privates of the war of 1812, and the | 


Creek and Florida Indian wars. 


Mr. C. desired to have the resolution so amend- 
ed as to include the widows and orphans of the 


soldiers who had died in the war of 1812, and | 


in the Florida campaign. 


orphans of those who had rendered valuable ser- 


vices in these earlier wars, as was claimed for 


those of the soldiers who died in the Mexican war. 
He did not desire to disparage the services of those 
who were engaged in the Mexican war. He had 
submitted an amendment to the committee, which 


was yet under consideration, but he thought it | 


might be ingrafted on this resolution. 


Mr. HARALSON said he was notapprised that | 


the class of soldiers proposed to be included by the 


gentleman from Alabama, namely, the soldiers | 
was not em- | 


who had died in the war of 1812, 
braced in the resolution. 

Mr. COBB replied in the negative. The resolu- 
tion applied only to that portion which had died 
of disease. 

Mr. HARALSON hoped the law would be 
read. 

Mr. SACKETT thought the resolution would 
not operate fairly, when it provided for the 


For instance, he would take the cases of two in- || 


dividuals who had enlisted at the same time. One 
of these dies, while in service, of a disease con- 
tracted before he entered the service, and his 
widow and orp ans obtained a pension. The 
other, who has received an honorable discharge, 
and has carried his disease out of the service 
with him, dies after such discharge, and his widow 
and orphans are refused a pension, He saw no 


He thought the same | 
measure of justice was due to the widows and | 


| 
} 





| 
| 


| If the resolution 


| the ultimate defeat of the measure. 
therefore, oppose the suggestion. 


Whole. A motion had been previously made to 
recommit it to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
was sent to the Conmittee of 
the Whole, there would be an end of it. Sucha 
course could only lead to the postponement and 
He should, 


The act which is now in force relative to the 
widows and orphans of soldiers who have died in 
the Mexican war, provides that a pension shall 
be given to ihe widows and orphans of those who 
died of wounds contracted in the service. A res- 


, olution was afterward passed, in consequence of 


the difficulty of producing the testimony, under 


, the construction of the Commissioner of Pensions, 


| 


} 


requiring the Commissioner to regard the testimon 
of the officer under whom the soldier had served, 
as sufficient to authorize the granting of the pension. 
This explanatory resolution, however, had not had 
the effect of removing the difficulty. 

He referred to the third application he had him- 
self recently made for a pension for the widow of 
a soldier who had died at Perote. The application 
was refused; and when he asked for the ground 
of the refusal, he was answered that the evidence 
of the fact, that the soldier died of disease in the 
time of service, was insufficient. He then pointed 
the Commissioner to the law, which had relaxed 


| the rigorous character of the testimony which was 


necessary. But the application was rejected. Yet, 


| with such facts as these before us, we are asked to 
refer this explanatory resolution, which is neces- || 
sary for the ends of justice, to. the Committee of || this explanation. 
the Whole, where the resolution will die, and || 


these meritorious claims be defeated. 


AL GLOBE. 





| 


| 
| 
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if they ran 
| or ten millions, he was willing to eee ae 
| and do justice. The gentleman from Ohio hdd ; , 
| marked, that the pension might be given to the ... 
| dows and orphans of those who had died of dies, 

contracted before the war. He did not so Sates 
stand the resolution. No man was received rol 
the army until he had been examined and reported 
by the surgeon as in good health. If a man ey 
tered the service in good health, and subsequently 
died in consequence of disease contracted “ 
wounds received, while in service, there ought “ 
be no doubt that the widow or orphans of such 
soldier should be entitled to a pension. 

He trusted that this resolution would not be re. 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole. Such , 
reference would be merely a postponement of an 
| act of justice, and a violation of those Principles 

by which all legislation should be governed. 

Mr. BROOKS rose, he suid, to a privileses 
question. He moved that the House proceed tp 
the consideration of business on the Speaker's 
| table, and to the order of the day. 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired of the Speaker wha: 
was the first business in order on the Speaker's 
table ? 

The SPEAKER said the business first in order 
would be the motion of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Brooxs,}] to refer the President’s mes. 
sage, received yesterday, a portion to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and a portion to the Committee 
| on Manufactures. 

Mr. ASHMUN said the subject was an import- 
ant one; and hoped the House would proceed to 
its consideration. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BAYLY said he hoped that the House 
would not proceed to the consideration of the busi- 





|| ness on the Speaker’s table, until the committees 


|| had been called through, &c. 


There were a num- 


| ber of appropriation bills which he was anxious to 





| report. ‘ 
The SPEAKER said remarks were out of order. 
The question was then taken on the motion of 


|| Mr. Brooks, and, by ayes 63, noes 69, it was re- 
|| jected. 


| Sothe House refused to proceed to the consider- 


| ation of business on the Speaker’s table. 
PENSIONS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill 
reported by Mr. Freepiey. 

Mr. GORMAN admitted that the resolution 
might be subject to the objection of the gentleman 
from Ohio. But he wasof opinion, notwithstand- 
ing, that the resolution ought to be passed. If « 
soldier die of any disease which was contracted 
while in service, it is unquestionably the duty of 
the Government to provide for the widow and the 
orphan. It is necessary that we shall have an 
army to carry on the necessary operations in time 
of war. Should any soldier of that army contract 
a disease, in the line of his duty, and die from 
the effects of that disease, it is the duty of the 

Government to make provision for his widow or 
| orphan. The gentleman from Ohio seemed to have 
| some doubts on this point. He would repeat, how- 
ever, that if the soldier contract a disease in the 
service, and die in consequence of that disease, his 
| widow or orphan would be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. VINTON disclaimed any determination to 
| vote against this resolution. He was desirous to 
| have it referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the State of the Union, with a view to a better un- 
derstanding from a closer examination of the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. GORMAN expressed his gratification at 
He was satisfied with it. The 
Commissioner of Pensions had decided that it was 
| necessary that proof should be adduced to show 








He hoped that the resolution would be recom- || that the soldier had died of disease contracted, or 
widow of a soldier who died, while in service, of || mitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and that 
disease contracted before he went into the service. || it would soon be reported back in a shape which 


would carry it through. He did not wish this 
subject postponed and lost sight of. He desired 
to see justice done to the widows and orphans 
of those who had rendered valuable services to 
the vocrerns He was not disposed to sit here, and 
see the public money extravagantly appropriated 
for the remuneration of persons in office, while the 


| widow and the orphan of the Mexican soldier, 


were coming here and vainly asserting their claims, 


| 


wounds which had been received, while in the line 
of duty. This was proper enough. But the 
Commissioner of Pensions had decided that the 
case of asoldier reported by the medical staff, who 
had died of the delirium tremens, died of a disease 
which was not contracted in the line of duty, and 
that his widow was not entitled to a pension. 
There was also the case of a soldier, who, 
while ‘quietly walking through the streets of 
Puebla, perhaps in citizen’s clothes, was assassin- 
| ated; and when the widow applied for a pension, 


sufficient reason for the discrimination by which |) He did not care to what extent these claims come it was refused on the ground that the injury ws 
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wot received by the deceased while in the line of |] 
his duty. l 

Thus it appearsto have been decided by the | 
Commissioner, that a soldier, who died in conse- | 
yence of intoxication, dies of a disease not con- 
tracted in the line of his duty. Nowy this ap- |) 

ared to him to be improper, calling to mind that | 
intoxication is one of those habits which not un-— 
frequently are connected with the life of a soldier; | 
and he was of opinion that ina case where death 
ensued from intoxication, the widow or orphan | 
ought to be entitled to a pension ; 
But there was still another disease to which sol- || 
jiers were liable. The surgeon makes his report of || 
the case, and the Commissioner of Pensions, with | 
that peculiar vigilance for the public interest for || 
which he is celebrated, decides that the widow or 
orphan of the man who has died with this com- 
plaint, is not entitled to a pension, because he died |, 
of a disease not contracted in the line of duty. | 

There was yet another case, in which an old |! 
wound which had been received by an individual || 
accidentally, and while living at home, had es- || 
caped the notice of the surgeon when the man was || 
enlisted. Owing to the subsequent fatigues and | 
dangers to which he was subjected, the man’s || 





wound become worse, and continued to grow || 
worse, until he become disabled, and finally died. || 
In this case, also, the Commissioner had decided || 
that the disease was not contracted in the line of || 
duty, and it was declared that the widow or orphan 
of the defunct was not entitled to a pension. 

He thought the resolution ought to be so amend- | 
ed as to meet the views of the gentleman from || 
Tennessee. He thought that when a soldier re- | 
turned to his home debilitated, emaciated under 
the influence of that cruel disease, common to the | 
climate of Mexico, the diarrhea; and after lin- 
cering in ageny and helplessness until death had 
released him from his agony, his widow or crphan 
ought not to be precluded from the benefit of the | 
pension law, on the ground that the disease of | 





which he died, was not a disease contracted in the | 


line of his duty. 


Mr. HAYMOND made some explanations | 


which were not audible to the reporter. 

Mr. GORMAN said he was glad to know that | 
the Commissioner of Pensions had at length come | 
toa proper decision. He hoped that, as the Com- 
missioner had changed his decision in the case | 
last mentioned, he had come to this change in con- | 
sequence of a revolution, in hjs opinion, concern- | 
ing the character of the testimony, which was ne- 
cessary to establish aclaim. He understood that 


the Commissioner had made it his invariable prac- || 


tice to demand proof, that the disease of which a 





| the widow of Ezra Pike, which was read twice by 


row, and, with the report accompanying, ordered 


| Quaide and forty-six others; D. K. Morehead and 





soldier died, was contracted while in the line of | 
his duty, and that in the absence of such proof, 
his decision was uniformly that the disease was 
not contracted in the line of duty. The Com- | 
missioner refused to take the report of the sur- 

geon, as testimony, and required the testimony 

of an officer. 

He hoped the resolution would not be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole. That would be | 
toconsign it to the tomb of the Capulets. We | 
shall have negroes for breakfast, negroes for lunch, 
negroes for dinner, negroes for supper, to the det- 
riment of all that class of righteous claims, on 
which the existence of so many widows and 
orphans depend. 

Mr. BAYLY moved the previous question. 

Mr. VINTON inquired of the Speaker what 
the effect of the previous question, if sustained, 
would be? 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the previous 
qretion, if sustained, will be—first, to bring the 

ouse to a vote on the reference to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. Secondly, 
on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, 

Mr. Jongs,] to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. Thirdly, on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, 
[mee Coss;] and then on the engrossment of the 
ill. 


Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, asked Mr. Bayty to 
withdraw his demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BAYLY said he eal be glad to gratify 
the gentleman, but there were many bills to be 
reported from the committees, and he must there- 
fore decline. 

TheSPEAKER, The questionis not debatable. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 

© main question was ordered. The motion 











state of the Union, was rejected, by yeas 67, noes | 
79. And the bill was then recommitted to the | 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. HARALSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William Hardin 
be withdrawn from the files of the Hou-e, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. SAWTELLE, the Com- | 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims was discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of | 
Alice Markland, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. WALDO, from the Committee on Reyo- 
lutionary Pensions, made adverse reports on the | 
following cases, which were severally ordered to | 
lie on the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of Fanny Moody, the widow of | 
Edward Moody, deceased, and of Mary Eldridge, 
the widow of Weber Eldridge; and 

The petition of the children of Lemuel Cleft. 

Mr. WALDO also, from the same committee, | 
reported a bill granting a pension to Mary Pike, 


its title, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and made the order of the day for to-mor- || 


to be printed. 


BOUNTY LANDS. 
Mr.WALDO also, from the same committee—to 
which was referred the petition of Thomas Mc- | 


thirty-one others; William MeQuaide and eighty- 
six others; John Hill and thirty-one others; Sam- 
uel Cooper and sixty-nine others; John Shukler | 
and gate ation others; Thompson Adams and 
one hundred and twenty-eight others—reported a 
bill granting bounty land to certain officers and | 
soldiers who served in the last war with Great | 
Britain, which was read twice by its title; when 
Mr. W. moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and, with the report, be printed 
Mr. BOW LIN said that there were some thirty | 
or forty petitions on the subject of bounty land | 
before the Committee on Public Lands; and also 
a bill making provision for such bounty, which || 
were now under discussion. He moved, there- \ 
fore, that the bill be referred to the Committee on || 
Public Lands. 1} 
The motion to refer to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union being first in || 
order, the question was put-and carried in the | 
affirmative. | 
Mr. KING called for the orders of the day. | 
In reply to a question by Mr. Kine— {| 
The SPEAKER said, the Chair will state, in || 
regard to the expiration of the morning hour, that, || 
under the former practice of the House, when the 
morning hour had expired, the fact wasannounced, | 
and the House immediately proceeded to the con- || 
sideration of business on the Speaker’s table. | 
That practice has been modified very properly | 
during the last Congress, so as to conform to the | 
rules of the House. That after the expiration of | 
the morning hour, it shall be in order to move to 
‘* proceed to dispose of the consideration of busi- | 
ness on the Speaker’s table and to the orders of | 
the day.”’ Such is the language of the rule. That | 


motion is at all times in order after the morning || 


hour has expired, and it is for the House to de- 


|| cide, when the motion is made, whether it will | 


continue in the business apprédpriated to the morn- | 
ing hour, or whether it will proceed to the busi- | 
ness on the Speaker’s table, and to the orders of 
the day. 

Mr. STANLY. Is it in order now to move to | 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


the Union? | 
The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. STANLY. I make the motion. 


The motion, by ayes 69, noes 53, was agreed to. 
CALIFORNIA. 

So the House in resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Boyp in the Chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the special message of the President in 
relation to California, and the bill by Mr. Dory, 
providing for her admission into the Caio. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON wes entitled to the floor, 


and addresied the committee during the hour, (in | 


remarks which will be found in the Appendix.) 
Mr. F. having concluded, the Chairman gave | 
the floor to— 


| since the formation of the Government, when 


| direction of the Chair, but not b 





| der as rapidly as | can. 


canpeauibne 
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Mr. STANLY, who addressed the committee 
during the hour on the slave question, replying to 
some gentlemen who had preceded him, speaking 


_ in favor of the admission of California, and urging 


the imperative duty and necessity of the preserva- 
tion of the Union. [His speech will be found in 


the Appendix.]} 


In the course of his remarks, Mr. S. yielded for 
explanation or inquiry, to several gentlemen. A 
more formal interruption, however, took place in 


| one portion of the speech, which suspended its de- 
|| livery for some twelve or fourteen minutes, and 
| which had its origin and end in the foliowing 


manner: 
Mr. STANLY adverting incidentally to the 


| course of Mr. Hittiarp, said, He hoped, in the 
| course of his remarks, to say a word to his friend 
| from Alabama, [Mr. Hivuiarp,) who preached 


resistance. 


Mr. HILLIARD (in his seat) remarked, he 


| hoped to answer the gentleman. 


Mr. STANLY. 


lL hope the gentleman will not 


}again pervert and desecrate the Scriptures, by 
| quoting them for the purpose ef urging civil war, 


and encouraging the citizens of the United States 


| to shed each other’s blood. 


Mr. HILLIARD. 
Mr. STANLY. 


Have I ever done so? 
I say that was the effect of 


| the gentleman’s remarks. What does the gentle- 
man say now? 
Mr. HILLIARD, (continuing.) If ‘he gentle- 


| man said that [ ever desecrated the Scriptures by 
| quotations from them, urging the citizens of the 
| South to shed each other’s blood, it is false. 


Mr. STANLY. There is a fair specimen of 
disunion preaching. A man professing to conse- 
crate his life to the service of Almighty God——~ 

The uproar in the Hall become very great, and 
the Chairman interposed to order. 

Mr. HILLIARD still retained the floor, address- 
ing himself to Mr. Stanty. 

Mr. STANLY. The gentleman shall not speak. 
He has disgraced himself by speaking before. 

Mr. S. was about to proceed with his argument, 
showing how many Presidents the South had had 





Mr. HILLIARD interposed, and said, L call the 
gentleman to order. He shall not misrepresent 
me. 

Mr. STANLY. State your point of order. 

Mr. HILLIARD. The gentleman must take 
his seat. [ will then state my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN requested Mr. Sraniy to 
take his seat, while the gentleman from Alabama 
stated his point of order. 

Mr. STANLY. Most assuredly, pnder the 
the dictation of 
the gentleman from Alabama. But I should like to 
stand up by him, very well. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Will the gentleman allow 
me the courtesy to say a word? 

Mr. STANLY. No, sir; not a word of cour- 
tesy after such a rude interruption. State your 
| point of order. 
| Mr. HILLIARD. 
| der. 

Mr. STANLY. That is all I yield for. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I say the gentleman must 
not undertake to state what I said upon this floor. 

Mr. STANLY, (interposing.) I call the gen- 
tleman to order. Is that your point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will con- 
| fine himself to stating the point of order. 
| Mr. HILLIARD. I will state the point of or- 
I say that no gentleman 
| upon this floor has the right in my presence to 
state what he says I uttered, while I rise to give a 
correct version of it, and he refuses to yield me 
the floor for the purpose. ; 

Mr. STANLY. l|s thatall your point of order? 
| There is as little regard to sense in it as there 
was regard to the Scriptures in your argument. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I say the gentleman must 
not misrepresent me. | insist upon it. I call the 
gentleman to order. ; 

Mr. STANLY. I do not intend to be put 
down. The gentleman’s rudeness is disgraceful 


to him. , 

Mr. HILLIARD. I will leave the House to 
decide thet question. I insist on the point of 
order. 

The CHAitRMAN. The gentleman from Ala- 
| bama will state his point of order. 
Mr. STANLY. Let us hear it. 


I will state my point of or- 





j 
| 
} 
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Mr. HILLIARD. This is the point of order: 
When a statement is made in debate by a mem- 
ber referring to the opinions of another member, 
that member being present, it is the right of the 
gentleman, if his opinions are misstated, to rise 
and correct them. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, that is nota point of order. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Then I suppose that the 
gentleman, if he thinks proper, will misstate my 
remarks. 

Mr. STANLY. Of course; such a charge 
might be expected from the gentleman. There is 
no more indecency in it than in a clergyman quo- 
ting Scripture to justify resistance and civil war. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I call the gentleman to or- 
der again. 

Mr. STANLY. No doubt 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. HILLIARD. My point of order is, that 
the gentleman has no right to make personal re- 
marks. No gentleman will make personal re- 
marks. 

The CHAIRMAN interposed to order. 

Mr. STANLY. Who is entitled to the floor? 

Mr. HILLIARD. I call the gentleman to or- 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN, (replying to Mr. Stanty.) 
The gentleman from Alabama has the floor on a 
point of order. 

Mr. HILLIARD. The gentleman is indulging 
in ann remarks, which are always out of 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN. It is very true that per- 
sonal remarks are not in order. The Chair did 
not hear the remarks to which the gentleman 
refers, 

Mr. HILLIARD, (ontinuing.) And I insist | 
that the gentleman cannot proceed without per- 
mission of the House. 

Mr.STANLY. The gentleman said that some- 
thing I stated was false. 

Mr. HILLIARD. No, sir; I said, hypotheti- 
cally, that if the gentleman charged me 

Mr. STANLY. Ah! that is disunion preach- 
ing. I understand the gentleman. 

‘The CHAIRMAN, (interposing.) The gentle- 
man from Alabama will be good enough to send 
his point of order, in writing, to the Chair, as the 
Chair did not hear the remarks. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Will the Clerk be good 
enough to take my point of order? I say that 
the gentleman made personal remarks touching 
myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Alabama state what those remarks were? 

Mr. HILLIARD. The gentleman stated, in 
the hearing of the committee—what is perfectly 
well known as a breach of decorum—that I had 
desecrated the Scriptures, to encourage the citi- 
zens of the United States to shed each other’s 
blood. I call the gentleman to order upon that 

oint, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Sranty] admit that such 
was his lenguage? 

Mr. STANLY. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, (toMr. Hittiarp.) Will 
the gentleman reduce his point of order to writing? 
The Chair asks it for his own protection. 

The point of order was therefore reduced to 
writing by Mr. Hitviarp, as follows: 

Mr. Sranzy stated that the gentleman from 
Alabama desecrated the Scriptures, by using quo- 
tations from them to urge the citizens of the United 
States to shed each other’s blood. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I call the gentleman to order 
on that ground. 

Mr. STANLY. That is not the point of order 
which the gendeman stated just now. He then 
eaid something about a clergyman. It was after 
the gentleman made interruption that I used the 
word clergyman. The gentleman, with charac- 
teristic fairness, has changed his point of order. 
Ic is not the same. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I insist upon the point of 
order. I call upon the gentleman to take his seat 
until the point is decided. 

Mr. STANLY. Not at your dictation, sir. I 
call upon the gentleman to take his seat. I am 

arguing the point of order—— 
i CHAIRMAN called both gentlemen to 
order. 











The CHAIRMAN, (continuing.) As the Chair || order. He submitted that the Chair must 
did not hear the remarks, and as gentlemen differ _ first instance, decide whether there had 


as to the precise language used, the Chair must | 


refer it to the decision of the committee. And the || be taken, or a motion made, that 


Chair will put the question in this form, ‘ Shall | 


the gentleman from North Carolina be permitted || 


to proceed in order ?”’ 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Of course the decision | 
will depend upon the judgment of the committee, 
as to the language that was used. I understood 


to say, that he hoped the gentleman from Alabama 
{[Mr. Hscutarp] would not desecrate the Scrip- 
tures to favor disunion, and to encourage the peo- 
ple of the United States to shed each other’s blood. | 
Having so understood the gentleman, I shall vote | 
accordingly. 

In reply to a remark by Mr. Hrrviarp, 

Mr. McCLERNAND repeated that he had un- 
derstood the gentleman from North Carolina to | 
say, that he hoped the gentleman from Alabama | 
would not 

Mr. HILLIARD (interposing.) Again. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
the word again 

Mr. HILLIARD. Certainty I understood the 
gentleman from North Carolina to use the word | 
again. (Mr. H. turned to Mr. Stan y, as if in | 
inquiry; but the remark, if any, was not heard by | 
the reporter.) 

Mr. STANLY. I shall not say anything more. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Then I} make the point of | 
order. 

Mr. STANLY. Make it. 

Mr. HILLIARD. The Chairman will decide it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot, in jus- 
tice to himself, decide the point of order, because 
he did not hear the remarksof the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Stanty] complained of, and | 
upon which gentlemen differ. The Chair must | 
therefore put the question to the committee. || 

Mr. BAYLY. Does the Chair understand the | 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Sranty] as |! 
disclaiming the words attributed to him ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does so under- 
stand. 

Mr. STANLY. ‘The first word I used offen- || 
sive to the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hin- || 
LIARD,} was in answer to his very rude interrup- | 
tion. As to the particular order, I know nothing || 
about it at this moment. 

Mr. HILLIARD. [am incapable of offering 
an insultto any gentleman, unless provoked to it 
by an insulting remark on his part. The gentle- 
man is wholly mistaken if he supposes it origin- 
ated with me. 

Mr. STANLY. I say it did. 

Mr. GORMAN gave his understanding of the || 
conversation that passed between the two gentle- 
men. 


The CHAIRMAN stated the question to be, 





mitted to proceed in order?’’ 

Mr. HILLIARD. It is very important that 
this matter should be correctly stated. Allow me 
to 








The CHAIRMAN interposed, and said, that 
the gentleman could proceed by the indulgence of 
the committee. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I was going to say that I un- 
derstood the gentleman from North Carolina to 
charge distinctly that I had desecrated the Scrip- 
tures, and that he hopéd I would not do it again. 
1 replied, impulsively of course, that it was false. 
I rose and asked the gentleman whether he in- 
tended to say that I had ever desecrated the Scrip- | 
tures for any such purpose. The gentleman said | 
that he did understand that to be the bearing of 
my remarks. I replied it was false, that I had 
made no such remarks; I knew my relations to this 
body; I knew my relations to society. I have 
scrupulously foreborne to. offer insults or aggres- 
sions anywhere; because it is perfectly well known 
that I should not hold myself amenable to the or- 
dinary mode of adjustment. 

Mr. STANLY. Is all this in order? 


Mr. HILLIARD, (continuing.) And I did not 


this morning intend anything offensive to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina until driven into it. 
The CHAIRMAN interposed to order. 
Mr. SCHENCK. rose to a question of order. 
He inquired whether he had understood the Chair 
to say that he would not decide the question of 


‘* Shall the gentleman from North Carolina be per- 
| 
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Ido not recollect about |, 





| 
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| of. 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Stanty] | 


ion, and there is nothing to appeal from. 








ao March 6, 
’ in the 
been a 
ppeal might 


i the gentlem 
have leave to proceed inorder. But in either aan 


the preliminary point must first be settled by the 


breach of order or not; and then an a 


| Chair, that the gentleman was out of order, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has alread 
stated that he did not hear the remarks complained 


Mr. SCHENCK. Then there can be no decis- 
, Nor is 
there any occasion for a motion that the gentleman 
have leave to proceed in order. In other words 
there being no decision that the gentleman js out 
of order, there can be no necessity for a motion 


| that he be allowed to proeeed in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will refer 
to the rules of the House, he will find authority 
for what | have done. 

The question (continued the Chairman) js 
“Shall the gentleman be allowed to proceed jn 
order?’’ 

Mr. SCHENCK. Then will not vote, 

The question was then taken, and decided jp 
the affirmative by an almost unanimous vote, 

So leave was given to Mr. Stancy to proceed in 
order. 

Mr. STANLY, (resuming.) Twonnes. | do 
not think there can be more than one more. | re. 
gret very much what has happened in the haste 
and heat of debate. I hope, however, that the 
time consumed in this interlude will not be taken 
out of my brief hour. Will the Chairman be go 
good as to inform me how much time it has con- 


' sumed ? 


The CHAIRMAN. Fourteen mirutes. But 
that time will not be deducted from the gentle- 
man’s hour. 

Mr. STANLY then resumed and concluded his 
remarks. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, next obtained 
the floor, but some time elapsed before the com- 
mittee could be brought to order. 

Mr. STANTON then yielded, for purposes of 
explanation, to 

Mr. HILLIARD, who, after a few moments’ 
pause, said that, under the counsel of his friends, 
he proposed to defer until to-morrow morning the 
few remarks which, under the courtesy of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Stanron,} he (Mr. 
H.) desired to submit to the committee. 

The committee thereupon rose and reported. 

And the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, &e. 
The following memorials, petitions, &c., were 


| presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
| propriate committees, viz : 


By Mr. UNDERHILL: The petition of Charles J. Gilbert, 
and other citizens of the city and county of New York, in 
favor of establishing the rates of postage on prepaid letters 
at two cents per half onnve. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Child, Farr, & Co., 
merchants of St. Louis, Missouri, praying Congress for a 
remission of duties on goods destroyed by fire on board the 
steamer Marshall Ney, at New Orleans. 

Also, the petition of H. Ivisan and 54 others, citizens of 
New York, asking Congress to establish the rates of postage 
on prepaid Jetters at two cents per half ounce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: The petition of A. 
W. Taylor and divers others, citizens of Carter county, 
‘Tennessee, praying the reduetion of postage on letters and 
newspapers, 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: The petition of Mary Ann 
Malackowsky, widow of Manritz Von Malackowsky, for a 
pension and bounty lands. : : 

Also, the petition of 370 manufacturers and mechanies, ol 
Monroe county, New York, asking for the repeal of the law 
of Congress of 1845, extending the patent of a planing ma- 
chine to the heirs of William Woodworth. 

By Mr. CABLE, of Ohio: A petition from &. C. Taggart, 
and 104; one from 8. B. Keys, and 103: one from Wiliam 
Mall, and 107; one from E, W. Williams, and 106 ;—420— 
citizens of Salem; and one from R. Chamberlain, and &7 
others, citizens of East Palestine, Ohio, for a tri-weekly 
mait-route from Canton, Ohio, to Darlington, Penns) !va- 


nia. 

By Mr. CARTTER: A petition from E. N. Johnston and 
M. b. Stallcupp, and 102 others, citizens of Mount Union, 
Ohio, for a tri-weekly mail-route from Canton, Ohio, to Dar- 
lington, Pennsylvania. , 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of F. G. Savbridge 
and others, citizens of Ohio, praying the reduction of 
postage on newspapers to one cent, and to two cents on 
prepaid letters of half an ounce, for all distances, and also 
for the abolition of the franking privilege. Ki 

Also, the petition of John B. Whedan and others, citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying the reduction of postage on news- 
papers to one cent, and to two cents on pee letters of 
half an ounce, for all distances, and also for the abolition of 
the franking privilege. 
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By Mr. GILMORE: The petition of Thomas Wilson. 
nd 149 others, citizensof Westinoreland county, Pennsyl- 
ie praying fur relief to surviving officers and soldiers of 
oe late war with Great Britain. rs 

Also, the petition of George Hudson and 40 others, citi- 
gens of Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania, tor relief to 


the surviving officers and soldiers of the late war with 
great Britain. : 

also, the petition of Samuel Zimmerman and 45 others, 
citizens of Westmoreland county, Penusylvania, praying 
for relief for the surviving officers and soldiers of the late 
war with Great Britain, 

gy Mr. CARTTER: The petition of A. McGregor and 
qo) others, praying Ue establishment of a post-road from 
Canton, Stark county, Ohio, to Darlington, Pennsylvania. 


py Mr. WALDO: The petition of Rev, William 


geavins and 61 others, citizens of Staffordsville, in the town 
of Stafford, Connecticut, asking for a uniform rate of 
postage, at Wo Cents per half ounce. 

py Mr. HALLOWAY: The memorial of citizens 
of Dappenger’s Falls, asking for the distribution of the 
public lands upon the terms and conditions set forth in 
suid memorial. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, March 6, 1850. 


Mr. TURNEY presented resolutions of the 
General Assembly of the State of Tenessee, rassed 
on the 11th of February, 1850, deprecating a dis- 
solution of the Union, and resolving to stand by 
and defend it at all hazards, and to the last extrem- 
ity; and resolving, also, that the Union can only be 
preserved in its original purity and energy by re- 
sisting all attempts to violate the spirit and intent 
of the Constitution. 

Mr. T. also presented a resolution of the same 
Levislature, adopted on the 8th of December, 
1849, instructing their Senators, and requesting 
their Representatives, to use their best efforts to 
procure the establishment of a bureau in the De- 
partment of the Interior, to take in charge the agri- 
cultural interests of the country. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of 
Sangerville, Maine, asking a reduction of the rates 
of postage; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate the petition of Pamelia Reswick, in behalf of 
herself and other heirs of William Wiglon, asking 
compensation for his services as an officer in the 
last war with Great Britain; which, with the me- 
morial and papers on the files of the Senate, was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORTON submitted a communication, ad- 
dressed to the Senators and Representatives of the 
Stte of Florida, by Robert Butler, on the subject 
of allowing bounty lands to the officers and sol- 
diers in the last war with Great Britain; which 
was referred to the Commitee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WHITCOMB presented a memorial of the 
indiana yearly meeting of the religious society of 
Friends, asking the adoption of measures for pre- 
venting the further extension of slavery in any 
portion of the territory belonging to the United 
States, and that no State may be admitted into the 
Union with a constitution tolerating slavery. The 
motion to receive was ordered tolie on the table. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented two memo- 
rials from citizens of lowa, asking a grant of pub- 
lic land to that State, to aid in the construction of 
arailroad from Davenport to Council Bluffs; which 
was referred tothe Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, two memorials of citizens of lowa and 
lilinois, asking the improvement of the navigation 
of the Upper Mississippi river; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, additional documents relating to the claim 
of John P. Sheldon; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

LAND REFORM. 

Mr. CHASE presepted the petition of P. E. 
Green, J. Monroe, and other citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, asking that the public lands may be 
granted in limited quantities to actual settlers, not 
possessed of other lands. 

_ On presenting this petition, Mr. C. said: I hold 
inmy hand, Mr. President, and desir@ to submit 
to the consideration of the Senate, the memorial of 
fifieen hundred citizens of Cincinnati on the sub- 
ject of land reform. Many of the petitioners are 
well known to me. They are, some of them, 
merchants, some manufacturers. Most of them, 
Owever, are workingmen, of native or forei 
birth, but all in heart Americans. By the indus- 
‘ry and intelligence of these men, and such as 
they are, the city of Cincinnati as been made 
what she now is, a splendid monument of the wis- 



















dom and patriotism of our fathers, in oe 
the virgin soil of the Northwest to freedom an 
free labor. 

They reptesent that the existing system of land 
traffic in this country, as well as in Europe, tends 
te the reduction of the masses to the condition of 


dependent tenants, and consequently to the in- | 


crease of inequality, misery, pauperism, and crime. 


They ask that the General Government may no | 


longer traffic in the public lands yet unsold, but 
that they jmay be laid off in farms and lots, for 
the free use of landless citizens who may be dis- 
posed to occupy them, and that the public domain 
itself may be transferred to the States and ter- 
ritories within which it lies to be so disposed of. 


I am giad to know that the subject of this me- |, 
morial has already engaged the favorable regard | 
of several of the most distinguished members of | 


this body. For myself, 1 desire only to say, at 
present, that, following their lead and seconding 


their efforts, [ shall always be ready to contribute | 


my humble aid to every proper measure to secure 
land for the landless, and an inviolable home for 
every family. 

I ask that the petition may be received, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

It was so referred. 

FREEDOM IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. SEWARD. I presenta petition from citi- 

zens of Honesdale, Wayne county, Pennsylvania, 


the territories of the United States. 
Also, a petition to secure to alleged fugitives the 
right of trial by jury. 


I move that they be received, and referred to | 


the Committee on the Territories. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on 
the motion to receive. 

On that question a division was called for. 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I ask for the | 


yeas and nays. The petitions, I will state, relate 
to subjects which are debated before the Senate, 
before both Houses of Congress, and before the 
country. One of them relates to the prohibition 
of slavery in the territories, and I wish to know 


ally, is a legitimate subject of petition? I wish to 
know if the citizens of this country have not the 
right to address Congress on a subject which is 
now under its consideration, and which is of para- 
mount importance? 
Mr. HALE. Let the petitions be read, that it may 
be known what they are, and what they are about, 
The Secretary read the first as follows: 
To the Congress of the United States : 


The undersigned, citizens and electors of the State of 
Pennsylvania, residing in Honesdale, in the county of 


territories of the United States. 

The Secretary read the other as follows: 
To the Congress of the United States : 

The undersigned, citizens and electors of the State of 
Pennsylvania, residing in Honesdale, in the county of 
Wayne, respectfully request that provision may be made by 
law, that whenever a person shall be arrested as a fugitive 
slave in any State other than that in which he is alleged to 
be held to service, he shall not be delivered to the claimant 
or his agent, except on the finding of a jury that he is the 
slave of the claimant. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered, and, 
being taken, were as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Bradbury, Chase, Cooper, 
Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodge of Iowa, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Felch, Hale, Jones, Norris, Pearce, Seward, 
Smith, Sturgeon, Walker, and Whiteomb—l9¥. 
NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Berrien, Borland, Butler, 
Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Downs, 
Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Soulé, Turney, 
and Yulee—I8. 


So the petitions,were received and referred. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. RUSK, 

Ordered, That the petition of Nathaniel Lewis, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Claims. 
On motion by Mr. MASON, . 
Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Gustavus Hor- 


ner, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. CLAY, 
Ordered, That the petition of Miss M. Alexander, only 
heir of George Madison, on the files of the Senate, be re- 
ferred to the Cotmmittee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the memorial and 
documents relating to the claim of Anthony Ran- 
kin, submitted a report, which was ordered to be 


if that, which is now under discussion so gener- | 


Wayne, respeettully pray, that slavery and the slave trade | 
may be expressly prohibited by an act of Congress in all the | 
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printed, accompanied by a bill for the relief of 
Anthony Rankin, of Tennessee; which was read 
and passed to a second reading. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill granting to the State of Alabama 
the right of way, and a donation of public lands, 
for making a railroad from Selma to the Tennessee 
river, reported back the same with amendments. 

Also, from the same committee, to which were 
referred the several memorials asking the right of 
way anda grant of public land to aid in making a 
road from Davenport to Council Bluffs, reported a 
bill granting the right of way and making & dona- 
tion of public land to the State of lowa, to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from Davenport to 
Council Bluffs; which was read and passed to a 
second reading. 

Also, from the seme committee, to which were 
referred the memorials of the Tennessee, Missis- 
sippi, and Alabama Railroad Company, reported a 
bill to grant to the Tennessee, Mississippi, and 
Alabama Railroad Company, the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States; 
which was read and passed to a second reading. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of Simeon White, submitted 
an adverse report on the same; which wus ordered 
to be printed. 

Also, from the same committee, io which were 








_ referred the documents relating to the sale or as- 
for the establishment and protection of freedom in || 


signment of land warrants, reported that legisla- 
tion on the subject was inexpedient; which was 


, ordered to be printed. 


Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of James Higginbotham, sub- 
miited a report, accompanied by a bill for his re- 


| lief; which was ordered to be printed. 


i 
| 





| 


| 





| 


| mittee on Militar 


Also, from the same committee, asking to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
late and present land offices at Champagnole, Ar- 
kansas; which was concurred in. 

Also, from the same committee, asking to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, relat- 
ing to grants of land to the officers and soldiers of 
the war of 1812, and that it be referred to the Com- 
Affairs. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which were referred the petitions of 
citizens of Michigan, in favor of the children of 
Hubert La Croix, submitted an adverse report on 


_ the same; which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to which was referred the 
petition of David P. Barkydt, submitted an adverse 
report upon the same; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the joint resolution 
relative to the payment of dividends or interest on 
war bounty scrip, reported back the same with 
an amendment. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
memorial of Horace H. Day, and others, reported 
against printing the same; which was concurred in. 

Mr. DOWNS, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill, providing for 
the issuing of patents for a certain class of con- 
firmed private land claims in Louisiana; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


CLAIMS FOR SLAVES DEPORTED. 
Mr. HUNTER submitted the following resolu- 


| tion : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to com- 


| municate to the Senate such information as may be found 


on the records and on the files of thefDepartment of State, 
concerning the correspondence and negotiation with Great 
Britain on the subject of the claims of American citizens for 
slaves, the property of those citizens, deported from the 
United States by the officers of the British Government, in 


| violation of the 7th article of the definitive treaty of peace of 


the 3d of September, 1783, together with copies of such let- 


| ters and documents as may be calcusated to exhibit the 


latest proceedings on the subject, and the fact whether fur- 
ther application for indemnity from the British Government 


| was ever made by the Government of the United ~tates, after 


| 
| 


the ratification of the treaty of 1794, between the United 


States and Great Britain. 

Mr. HUNTER. As this is merely a resolution 
of inquiry, I hope there will be no objection on 
the part of the Senate to consider it now. 

Mr. KING. 1 do not exactly understand the 
object of the resolution which has just been offered 
by my friend from Virginia. 1! presume that sub- 
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ject was definitely settled under the auspices of 


the treaty with Russia, by which there was a | 


settlement of all claims for compensation for slaves || 


taken during the late war with Great Britain. 
Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will allow me, 
[can explain this matter in a very few wofds. | 
This resolution relates to slaves taken contrary to | 
the stipulations of the treaty of peace entered into | 
in the year 1783 between this country and Great | 
Britain. It was a subject of negotiation between 


the two countries. These negotiations were prob- surance of my most distinguished consideration. 


abl y abandoned after the ratification of Jay’s Tener 
and the neglect to secure indemnity was one of the 


of the United States to increase the duties upon British iron 
imported into the United States, I have been instructed by 
her Majesty’s Government to express to the United States 
Government the hope of her Majesty’s Government, that no 
addition will be made to the duties imposed by the present 
tariff of the United States, which already weighs heavily on 
British productions ; and I cannot but observe, for my own 
part, that an augmentation of the duties on British produce 
or manufactures, made at a moment when the British Gov- 
ernment has, by a series of measures, been facilitating the 
commerce between the two countries, would produce a 


very disagreeable effect on public opinion in England. 


chief points of objection to that treaty. The claim } 


of indemnity for these slaves, stands pretty much 
on the same footing as the claims for indemnity | 
for French spoliations, and I think it will so turn 
out, when we get the correspondence and all the 


facts. I wish to obtain the correspondence for | 
that purpose. 


Mr. KING. 


I have no objection. 


the resolution, and it was agreed to. 
PRINTING. 

On motion by Mr, YULEE, the resolution sub- 
mitted by him on the 4th instant, was taken up and 
adopted, as follows: 

Ordered, That circulars ordered by committees of this 
body, for the purpose of collecting information upon sub- | 
jects referred to their consideration, shall be executed by the 
printer employed to print for the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, submitted the 
following, which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making provision by 
law for the printing of the annual report upon commerce 


and navigation, in anticipation of the annual assembling of | 
Congress. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, gave notice, that 


he would to-morrow, or at some subsequent day, || 


ask leave to introduce a bill granting a quantity of | 
land to the State of Wisconsin, to aid in the con- | 
struction of a railroad from Milwaukee to the Mis- 
sissippi river. 


I avail myself of this opportunity to renew to you the as- 


HENRY L. BULWER. 
Hon. Jonn M. Crayton, &c., &c., &e. 


Now, sir, in order that I may say nothing but 
what I design to say, I will use very full notes in 


_ relation to that part of my remarks which refer to 


| the conduct and course pursued by the British 


Minister. I will repeat what I have already stated, 
that 1 had left the Senate yesterday before the cor- 


respondence between the Secretary of State and | 


the British Minister had been disposed of, and | 
The avec was then taken on the adoption of || 


without being aware of the extent to which the 
latter had felt himself warranted in making sugges- 
tions relative to what our domestic legislative poli- 
cy should be. As far as the policy of one inde- 


| pendent nation toward another is within the con- 
_ trol of the Executive, and subject to regulation by 


| tives of either. 


treaty, so far is it legitimately the object of sugges- 
tion and discussion by the diplomatic representa- 
By this I do not intend to say, 


| that the representative of one nation may not make 


policy in particular cases, in which it comes in 


| and deserving of rebuke. 


/manage our own domestic policy, without hints or 
Mr. RUSK gave notice that he would to mor- || 


row, or at some early day thereafter, ask leave to || 


introduce bills of the following titles: 
A bill to provide additional clerks in the Post 


A bill to provide for the post office and mail ser- 
vice in California and Oregon. 

Mr. COOPER gave notice that he would to- | 
morrow, or at some subsequent day, ask leave to | 
introduce a bill to authorize the Secretary of the | 
Treasury to purchase for the use of the Govern- 
ment Kase’s patent force or fire-engine pump. 


RECIPROCITY WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, I desire to ob- 
tain the indulgence of the Senate for a very brief 
period, while I submit a few remarks in relation | 
to the correspondence between the Secretary of | 
State and the British Minister, which was pre- | 
sented yesterday, and which was disposed of after | 
I left the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


The Senator from | 


Pennsylvania asks unanim 1 i . : 
y ous consent to address '| her statesmen, in a manner far less offensive, in- 


the Senate. 

Mr. TURNEY. What is the subject? 

Mr. COOPER. It is in relation to the Presi- | 
dent’s message and correspondence presented yes- | 
terday, and disposed of by being laid upon the | 
table and ordered to be printed. I move that the 
message and correspondence be taken up and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved to re- | 
fer the message and accompanying correspondence 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, COOPER. I was about to remark, that 
when the President’s message was disposed of | 
yesterday, by a motion to lay it on the table, I had 
left my seat and retired from the chamber, and I | 
was not then aware of the extent to which the | 
British Minister had felt himself warranted to go, | 
in making suggestions relative to what our domes- | 


tic legislative policy should be,.in reference to a | 
particular subject. In order that I may have a | 
foundation for the remarks which I design to sub- | 
mit, | will read the letter, dated January 3d, 1850. | 
It is as follows: 
Britisn Leeation, 
Wasuineron, January 3, 1850. 


; 
| 
Str: It having been represented to her Majesty’s Govern- | 
ment that there is some idea on the part of the Government t) 


conflict with the interests of that which he repre- 
sents, might be modified in such a way as to be 
mutually beneficial. But 1 do say, that a diplo- 
matic representative fails in all the duties of eti- 


|| quette and courtesy toward the Government to 
| which he is accredited, when he undertakes to in- | 


form it that any contemplated legislative action on 
its part, “will 

on”’ the Government ‘ or public opinion”’ of his 
country. To do so, sir, is obtrusive, impertinent, 
We are competent to 


suggestions from the agents of other governments, 
however powerful, however wise in the manage- 
ment of their own. It is our duty to regulate our 


| own policy for the benefit of our own people—the 


| whole of our own people—without reference to the 


| 


| state of British ‘* public opinion,”’ or French pub- | 


lic opinion, or public opinion elsewhere. 

I doubt not, Mr. President, that British public 
opinion is gratified by a policy which feeds her 
people, though it should starve ours; but it is im- 
pertinent on the part of the British Minister to 
tell us so. I know that there is a difference of 
opinion at home, on the subject of the policy re- 


ferred to; but it is a difference which we can settle |' 


at home among ourselves, and all the better and 
sooner, without obtrusive, unsought advice from 
abroad. Our southern brethren do not all of 
them agree with us on the subject of this policy; 
but they will agree with me that it is of domestic 


| concern, and to be settled at home, by our own 


| Congress, in such manner as shall best comport 


with the interests of all. When England, through 


asmuch as it was said of us and not to us, has de- 
nounced the institution of slavery as a stain upon 
our national escutcheon, which ought to exclude 
us from the community of civilized nations, north- 
ern men as well as southern men have expressed 
their indignant disgust at the cant of those who 
denounce us for the tolerance of that which was 
inflicted on us in the beginning by British cu- 
pidity. I am opposed to. slavery—deeply, con- 


| scientiously, and forever opposed; but, sir, enter- 


iI 


| any other. An 


taining an opinion hostile to slavery, I shall never 
so act as to give cause of offense to the citizens of 
the States in which the institution exists—in which 
it is protected by the Constitution; and while I am 
opposed, and conscientiously opposed, to slavery, 
I wish to hear no English denunciations of my 
country, nor any part of it, on this account, or 
what would our southern breth- 
ren say, if this same Sir Henry Lytton Bulwer 
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a little more than two years since, when min; 
| to Spain, he vohenteurea to tell the ‘haten wan 
England thought her policy ought to be in relation 
to the domestic management of the internal affairs 
of Spain. The correspondence which took 


between the Duke of Sotomayer, the Prime — 


on the subject, is fresh in the memory of all. On’ 


would have thought that he might have profiteq 

by the lesson which was taught him then; but it 

seems that he regards England as so far in advance 

of all other nations, in power and in wisdom, that 

_ they will be obliged for such hints and suggestions 

| as may emanate from her ambassadors, wherever 
they may chance to reside. 

Now, for my own part, I do not thank him for 
the suggestion in relation to our domestic oliey 
and the Administration will not thank im, i 
trust. But a little while since, it will be: reco}. 
lected, that in a case not entirely dissimilar, 
when the ambassador of another Power quite as 
respectable as that of England, and to whom we 
owe far more than we owe to England of friend- 
ship and of courtesy, undertook to tell the national 
Executive of this country what was due to its 
honor, and what was due to justice on his part, 
| his passports were furnished to him by the Presi- 





|| dent of the United States, and he has left our 


| shores for his home, there to account for his in- 
terference—not with a matter of domestic policy, 


] but for volunteering advice as to what was com- 
known to the Government of another, that its | 


|| country to which he was accredited. 
|| the Executive did right, and I have no doubt that 


patible with honor and justice on the part of the 


In that case 
Sir Henry Lytton 


ulwer has already been jp- 


'| formed by the President of the United States, that 


| his advice is unsought for, in language equivalent 
to that which he used to Monsieur De Tocqueville, 
the Prime Minister or Minister of Foreign Affairs, 


| of France. . 
produce a very disagreeable effect | 


Sir, 1 am willing to trust the honor of this Gov- 


placed it. He will do all that is necessary for its 
vindication; but I thought that it was but right 
‘that this department of the Government,—the 
legislative department of the Government,—equally 
_ concerned in all that relates to the honor of the 


1 ernment to him in whose hands the people have 
| 


1 country, might speak its sentiments in reference 


to this matter; and if the humblest member of this 

| body felt called upon, by the relation which he 

bears to the particular subject to which reference 

is made, to speak, the rebuke wi!l be all the more 
severe. 

It was in order to submit these remarks, that | 


| made the motion to refer the subject embraced in 


| the President’s message and correspondence to the 
Committee on Commerce, and if there be not a 
| reply intended, I will now withdraw it. 

| Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. The language 
| of my friend from Pennsylvania upon this topic, is 
| certainly somewhat severe, if not censorious. He 
declares that the opinion of the British Minister 
/on this topic is impertinent; and if it is imperti- 
/nent, it is an opinion which he had no right to 
/express. Yet no exception to it was taken before 
it came here. I fear that my friend has perhaps 
| forgotten some of our own precedents in such 
|' matters. He should understand that it is no un- 
| common or unusual thing for one nation to express 
| towards another an opinion in relation to the tariff, 
| or duties on goods imported. Since I have beena 
| member of this body, I well remember a resolution 
'which passed through the Senate, and which is 
now doubtless in the remembrance of those within 
the hearing of my voice, expressly requesting the 
President of the United States to open negotiations 
with foreign Governments, to see if it were pos- 
sible to obtain a reduction of the duties on tobacco. 
And, sir, according to my regollection, an agent of 
the Government of the United States was dis- 
_ patched to Europe, and kept there for years, in cor- 
/respondence with the various Governments of 
| Europe, to obtain this object. Ye 

| Mr. COOPER. In that case application was 
| made to the%treaty-making power. There was no 
_ legislative department in those Governments to 
iw ich application was made. The supreme pow- 


should conceive it to be his duty to tell us what | er of the State was the King or the Emperor, an 


the ‘* public opinion” of England is, relative to 


' the institution of slavery? I leave it to them to 


answer. 

This same ambassador seems to have a peculiar 
penchant for offering his advice to the govern- 
ments to which he happens to be accredited. But 


the whole control of the subject there belongs (0 
| the treaty-making power—the supreme power of 


the Sta 


te. . . 
| Mr. DAVIS. In the language which [ use, it's 


/not-my pu to cast censure on my friend for 


| the course he has pursued, but merely to state for 
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B consideration the facts within my recollection, | Representatives of the people may be informed of || the remarks of the honorable Senator from Penn- 


and toask him to consider that, foreign Govern- | 

ents have no medium of communication with | 
gach other except through the treaty-making pow: | 
er. There is no other mode known. [tis within | 
my recollection, and that of Senators all around 
we, that some years ago we sent a minister to 

France, to negotiate and settle certain difficulties 
existing between us and that Government. A 
yreaty was made by the American minister with 
that kingdom, and in that treaty was a provision 
that the wines of France should be introduced 
into this country upon terms more favorable than 
those granted to other nations. That treaty was 
brought here, and ratified by this Senate, and has 
been executed by this Government. [, for one, 
protested against it. I dislike the principle; but 
stil! your records show what were the opinions of 
the Senate, and the ratifying power of the Govern- 
ment, and they are far from censuring such a 
course as imperunent. 

These are the facts which, I believe, are unde- 
niavle in their character. It is not, therefore, with- 
out a precedent, that one government communicates 
its views to another in relation to topics of this de- 
scription. And, while | know this to be the fact, 
[at the same time entertain an opinion as strong 
as that of thegentleman, who has just taken his seat, 
can possibly have. [ have protested, and prob- | 
ably shall continue, under all circumstances which | 
may exist, to protest, against the exercise of a 
power of this description by the Executive. In 
my opinion, the framers of the Constitution of the 
United States never contemplated transferring any 
portion of the power of raising revenue to the 
treaty-making power of the Government. Those 
who framed that instrument have given their views 
inclear and distinct language, and they have re- 
fused to trust this body with power to originate a 
money bill. They have confided that to the House 
of Representatives, and that House alone. And, 
sir, that those who framed this instrument were 
thus anxious to throw around it guards in this 
particular, seems to me to be a sufficient reason 
why we should retain a power so sacred in itself. 
But, upon a general view of the subject, this is as 
objectionable an exercise of the power as can well 
be thought of. What is a treaty? Is it not an 
irrepealable law for the time it exists—made to ex- 
ist during a certain period of time, and during that 
time irrepealable and unalterable? That is a prop- 
osition which cannot be denied; and if you carry 
matters of revenue into a treaty, and arrange them 
with a foreign government in that way, and ratify | 
such a treaty, and then refuse to abide by it, what- | 
ever may be the change of circumstances in your | 
Government, and whatever may be the exigencies | 
which grow up, either for the increase or the dimi- | 
nution of its revenues, the refusal to abide by that 
treaty, and the violation of it, will be cause of 
war. It is preposterous to transfer a power of this 
description to the treaty-making power. 

I think, therefore, the Administration is entirely 
right, before making any disposition of this paper, 
to send it here to be considered by Congress. | 
That is the proper disposition of it; and, for one, | 
lam glad it is brought here, if it is to be consid- | 
ered atall. Ido not know—I do not undertake to | 
say—that a proposition of that sort merits consid- 
eration; but | never would be wanting in a dispo- 
sition to treat with respect a proposition made by | 
a foreign country in good faith and courteous lan- | 
guage, though it should be manifest that we can- | 
hot comply with it. 

TU thought that, after hearing the remarks of my 
friend, some explanation of this kind was due, 
and I therefore rose to submit what I have said, 
and shall be ready to meet the proposition upon 
its merits, if it ever comes before us, when, | dare 
"t we shall not be found differing in opinion. 

r. COOPER. From the tenor of the remarks 
of the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, one 
would su that I had reflected on the char- 
acter of the Executive, in sending that paper here. 

did no such thing; nor did I intend to do any 
such thi On the contrary, I approve of the 
course which the Executive has pursued in send- 
ing that paper here; and I had no doubt, as I ob- 
served in the remarks which I addressed to the 

enate a few minutes ago, thatthe President would 
vindieate the honor of the country—that he would 
take care of the interests of the country; and, as ; 
an evidence that he is disposed to do so, he has | 
sent hither this correspondence, in order that the | 








| 
| 


) 


the efforts being made on the part of England to 
| maintain the tariff policy adopted in the year 1846. 
| Sir, it was not without design that the President 
| sent those papers here. ° He desired—or at least I 
| presume so—to show that England had a more 

uliar interest in maintaining that law than we 
ave in our own country; and he sent this com- 


be proper for us to do when that subject comes to 


would be so disagreeabl 
or modification of that Ia 
portant to the manufacturing interests of England 
that it should be maintained, while, at the same 
time, it is equally important to us that it should be 
at least pro tanto repealed. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I do not rise 
for the purpose of entering into any discussion as 
to the merits of the letter which has been made the 
subject of the remarks which have fallen from the 


from Pennsylvania should have thought it proper 


of that courtesy which ought to be manifested in 


representatives; yet I must also say, that in the 
general view and opinions which have been ex- 
pressed in relation to this letter, I entirely concur. 
I think the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
has failed to show us a case which furnishes a 
precedent for the kind of proceeding of which this 
letter furnishes an example. All the cases to 
which he refers, are cases in which the President 
of the United States was desired to open negotia- 
tions with foreign Powers, in order to procure by 
treaty stipulations certain provisions deemed by 


This letter, if | understand it, is not of that char- 
acter. Itis not a movement or an application on 


tions with the Executive Department of the Gov- 
ernment for any reciprocal arrangement in regard 
to duties levied on iron or any other article of ex- 
port. It does not look to any negotiation. It 


should be opened; but it is simply a letter in 
which he communicates to the Secretary of State 
the fact, that it is understood that Congress in- 


tariff of duties on foreign iron, and communicates 
to him the further fact, that such a modification 
will not be well received by the public opinion of 
England. That is the whole of it. 
posal or negotiation. Itis not saying to the Sec- 
retary of State that “‘ her Majesty’s Government 
| is desirous of entering into some treaty stipulations 

by which this subject can be amicably and proper- 
ly arranged.”’ It is not saying that ** when this 
subject comes under consideration, I am prepared, 
instructed, or authorized to make certain compen- 





subjects of exports from this country ;”’ but it isa 
simple communication to the Secretary of State, 
that if Congress should make certain alterations 
in the daty on iron, which the Minister understood 
Congress proposes to do, it will not be well re- 
| ceived in England. 

Now, it seems to me that no precedent can be 


| 


for such interference as this, in respect to the legis- 
lative action of Congress; and it appears to me 
that the true and proper answer to be given to it, 
was not to have spoken of it, as the Senator from 
Pennsylvania has spoken of it, as being ‘* imper- 
tinent”’ or ** indecorous,’’ but to have said that 
the United States had fully discharged all her 
treaty obligations to Great Sritain; that beyond 
those obligations the regulations which Congress 
has to establish, the laws which Congress has 


to pass, the duties which Congress has to levy, | 


must be dictated by a just and enlightened con- 
sideration of that body, for the interests of our 
own people, irrespective of the wishes, and opin 
ions, and interests of any other. In that point o 
view, it strikes me that this letter is a singular 
one; that it is irregular, and therefore deserves 
some such reply as that which | have suggested. 

Mr. KING. I will say but a word in reply to 


munication here in order that we might gather | 
from what the British Minister says, what it would | 


be considered; for, sir, if the people of England | 
disturbed by the repeal || 
w, it must be very im- | 


Senator from Pennsylvania; but I must say, that || 
while I am very sorry that the honorable Senator | 


on this occasion to indulge in remarks which I | 
think were not necessary to be made, and which | 
appear to me in some degree to involve a violation | 


all our relations with foreign Powers, and their | 


the Senate to be advantageous to our interests. | 


the part of the British Minister to open negotia- | 


neither opens negotiation, nor proposes that any | 


tends to make some modification of the existing | 


It is ro pro- | 


sating reductions of duty, upon any of the great | 


found—certainly none has been referred to; I cer- |, 
tainly know of none, and have heard of none— | 


r|| 


|| sylvania, which are calculated to produce feelings 
| of unkindness between the United States and 
|| Great Britain, which I presume the honorable 
| Senator does not desire. 
| Sir Henry L. Bulwer is the representative of 
| Great Britain, and, although in a letter to the Sec- 
|| retary of State he may have used terms which it 
|| would have been better not to have used, and pro- 
_ posed what probably had better not have been 
|| proposed, still, if the honorable Senator under- 
stands the progress of things in negotiations be- 
tween this and other governments, he will see that 
on more than one occasion, the Government of the 
| United States, through its minister, has called on 
foreign Governments to change their regulations 
| with regard to duties or prohibitions upon articles, 
| the growth or production of the United States, 
and when that change could not be made by treaty 
stipulations, but must be made by a« legislative 
enactment. I allude to the regie in relation to the 
introduction of tobacco into France, referred to by 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts. The 
American Government for years has been anxious 
| to have a reduction or abandonment of that regie 
on the part of the French Government. It was 
a legislative enactment, and must be repealed by 
the Legislature of the country before it can be 
| changed by the Executive. 

Communications have been made again and 
again by our representative to the Secretary of For- 
eign Affairs, advocating the propriety of making a 

| change, which has been advantageous to the com- 
merce of the two countries, beneficial alike to 
| France as well as this Government; and it never 
| was taken in an offensive sense. The minister of 
the United States was not denounced for making 
such an application, as being ‘impertinent,’’ as 
acting indecorously, or as departing from the line 
of his duty, and deserving the reprobation of the 
Senate of the United States. This language, it 
seems to me, is not becoming this body; and Lam 
|| sorry to hear it applied to a high-minded and hon- 
| orable man. Though mistaken in the course he 
has adopted, and though it might have been better 
not to have made the communication, yet, believ- 
ing it was a duty he owed to the people of Great 
Britain, he brought it forward in the terms which 
|| he did, and it has been communicated here. I do 
not believe it was necessary that it should have 
_ been communicated here. I am only surprised that 
|| the Secretary of State did send it here, for he well 
|| understands that we do not intend to legislate with 
reference to the opinions held by any portion of 
the people of Great Britain, in relation to the 
'| propriety or impropriety of our legislative enact- 
| ments. 
I only rose to say that I regret exceedingly that 
| the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania indulged 
|| in expressions which would have been received by 
this Government with indignation, if applied to 
her representative near a foreign Court. I know 
| well what would have been the feeling in this 
|| country, if such terms had been used respecting 
| our minister, either in the House of Peers in Great 
Britain, or in the Chamber of Deputies in France. 
Mr. CLAY. I have risen only to say a word 
or two, for really | am extremely unwilling to de- 
lay the honorable Senator who, it.was expected, 
| would occupy the floor to-day. But I have risen 
to express my very great regret at the language 
|, which my worthy friend who sits before me [Mr. 
| Cooper] has thought proper to apply to the Brit- 
ish Minister, here at the seat of this Government. 
TT am afraid my friend has confounded his 
‘| wishes upon the subject of the great interest which 
| he is desirous to protect, with what he supposes to 
| be the erroneous conduct of the representative of a 
| Government, whose people have opinions not ex- 
I actly in accordance with those represented by my 
i worthy friend. . ne 
| 1 must sa , for one, sir, and in opposition to the 
| he 
{| 
i| 





opinion of the honorable Senator from North Car- 
olina, [Mr. Bapcer,] that I do not see a particle 
of impropriety, or the slightest deviation from the 
most correct diplomatic practice and usage, in the 
| letter of Sir Henry Bulwer, which has been the 
subject of the morning’s conversation. 

What, sir! Cannot the representative of a for- 
eign Government near this Government, or the 
representative of this Government near a foreign 
Government, express its wishes and expectations 
upon the subject of a tariff, without incurring de- 
nunciations, and having applied to them language 


| 
| 
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such as I lament to have heard applied to Sir | 


Henry Bulwer this morning? The honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Davis] has 
spoken of the incapacity of the treaty-making 
power to regulate the subject of the tariff. I con- 
cur with him in thai opinion, Sir Henry Bulwer 
has proposed no such thing in his note, which has 
called down on him the commentaries this morn- 
ing. He has proposed no action. He has said 
that which has been read to us; and I suppose he 
had a right to say it, in prosecuting the interests 
of his own country; and my habit, sir, of estima- 
ting the value of public men, is by their devotion 
and zeal in support of those interests which they 
are charged to take care of. Heis here. He un- 
derstands that there ia a prospect of the duties on 
a particular article being augmented, and he ex- 
presses the views and opinions of his own Gov- 
ernment, and of himself, upon the subject. He 
proposes nothing—he proposes to open no nego- 
tiations. And is it not an advantage even to us, 
when this subject comes up—if it should come 
up—to know what will be the feelings of all for- 
eign Governments upon our action on a subject 
which more or fess interests them all, but interests 
Great Britain more than all of them? 

In saying all this, I do not mean to come to the 


conclusion at which the British Minister would || 


arrive, or wishes this Government to arrive. On 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cooper,] and I hope that 
the very object which the British Minister aims at 
accomplishing, will not be attained 
opposed to his object. 


adjusted upon principles of equity and of sound 
policy, in reference to that great national interest. 
And I am sure that if I go into the subject, I shall 
be uninfluenced by the wishes of the British Gov- 
ernment—uninfluenced by what its organ has 
chosen to present to our Government—uninflu- 
enced, I should hope, by any other considerations 
than those which belong to my own country, and 
all parts of it, and all its great interests. 

But, while I say all this, I could not sit in my 
seat, and hear—and | am sure my worthy friend 
from Pennsylvania, on consideration, will be sat- 
isfied with the impropriety of it—the application 
of such language as he has made to a minister 
with whom [ have had frequent opportunities of 
intercourse, and of whom t take pleasure in say- 
ing, | have seen near this Government no foreign 
minister whatever, who appears to me more accom- 
plished, more able, and better disposed toward 
keeping the relations of the two countries upon 
a footing of the most perfect amity and good 
feeling. 

{ concur, sir, with the honorable Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Kine] in thinking that it was per- 
haps hardly necessary to have communicated this 
letter to Congress at all, but at the same time, | do 
not see thatany harm can result from the com- 
munication. he President, not choosing to 
enter into any negotiations, and perhaps no nego- 
tiations being necessary in the case, thought proper 
to communicate the letter to Congress, that it may 
receive just so much, and no more, consideration 
than is necessary. 

Mr. CASS. 1 agree entirely with the honor- 
able Senators from Alabama and Kentucky, [Mr. 
Kine and Mr. Cray,] in the expression of their 
regret upon this occasion. I deeply regret that 
any Senator “should have thought proper to make 
use of such language as has been applied to Sir 
Henry Bulwer this morning. I know that gentle- 
man well. I have known him for years, and a 
more high-minded and honorable man never crossed 
the Atlantic, or come to our shores. I[ know it is 
the last idea in his mind to give offence to the 
American people or their representatives. He 
comes to fulfill his duty to his own Government, 
but he comes with very respectful feelings toward 
ours. Iam sure of it. Therefore, as far as re- 
spects him, I deeply regret that any censure should 
be thus publicly thrown upon him, that his name 
and his course should be brought in here, and that 
he should be supposed to intend any disrespect to 
this country, or to this Government 

There is a misapprehension as wo the practice 
and usage in this matter. The honorable Senator 
from Alabamais right. I myself know the course 
which has been taken by this Government and its 
representatives. Every Senator here knows that 








I am entirely | 
I am very desirous that | 
this subject of a proper protection on iron should | 
be taken up, examined in fairness, and calmly | 





| 
| 
| 
| 


not my fault. 


it is a monopoly; and that it is so in other coun- 
tries on the continent of Europe. It is one of the 
principal sources of revenue in France; but the 
monopoly and prohibition are regulated by the 
Legislatures; the Executive has no more power 
over it than ours. When I was in France I was 


instructed to remonstrate against this course as un- | 


friendly, and [ did it in no measured terms; and, 
although I failed to accomplish the object, it was 
But it never entered into my head, 


| nor I suppose into the heads of others, that that 





| step on my part was an offence. 
so. They answered me very politely, but told me | 
| that the 


They never said 


could not give it up as a source of reve- 
nue. They did not send my letter to the Chamber 
of Deputies; and I rather regret that this letter 


has been thrown upon the British Minister. I do 


not see the necessity for.sending it here, although | 
1 presume it was sent with the best intentions. || 


But precisely such a case happened within my 


| own knowledge, in which I remonstrated with the 
French Government against one of their prohibi- 


tory laws, which prevented the exportation to 
| France of one of the greatest of our articles of 





| course he has adopted. 


produce. Instead of having an open market, they 
sent their agents here to purchase tobacco, and 


P || drive us into other markets. 
the contrary, I concur entirely with my friend | 


Mr. SEWARD. 


I rise for the purpose of mov- 


ing that this subject be postponed until to-morrow, | 


in order that we may proceed to the consideration 
of the order of the day. In making this motion, 
I do not make it with any desire of speaking upon 
the subject myself, but simply because | know that 
it is the right of the honorable Senator from Penn- 


_ sylvania to reply, and | wish him to have an op- 


portunity of doing so at length, without interrupting 
further the consideration of the order of the day. 
Mr. BADGER. I beg leave, before that dis- 


position is made of the subject, to make one | 


remark. I hope [ was not understood by the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky, or by the honora- 
ble Senator from Michigan, as joining at all in the 
censure cast upon the British Minister, or rather I 
should say, which has been indulged in, by the 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania. | intended 
expressly to do away with any such idea in the 
observations which I made; and I will say, while 


not only in France is tobacco prohibited, but that 
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I think the motives presented in that letter are not | 


those which should influence us in the exercise of 
legislative power—and, according to my view of 
the matter, this is an application designed to in- 
fluence the legislation of Congress, which is 
irregular und not supported by precedent—I yet 
entirely acquit him of any designed wrong in the 
I join entirely in the ex- 


| pressions of the honorable Senator from Michigan, 


as to the high, upright, and honorable character of 
that gentleman. I believe he is one of the last men 


| in the world who, in urging the interests of his own 


Government, would be guilty of the slightest in- 
civility or improper interference with the affairs of 
the Government to which he is delegated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the motion to postpone the further consideration 


_ of this subject until to-morrow. 


| in a minute. 


| 


Mr. COOPER. All I have to say, will be said 


Iam very sorry to trespass upun 


| the time designed to be occupied by the honorable 


_ Senator from Wisconsin, but | wish merely tosay 


a few words, and the subject may be entirely dis- 
posed of. I had no apprehension, sir, that I 


| should awaken so much feeling as seems to have 
| been manifested, by the remarks in which I in- 
| dulged, relative to the correspondence which Waa 


brought to the notice of the Senate yesterday. I 
am always willing to be lectured by those whose 
experience qualifies them, in their lectures, to im- 
part information. But, sir, although I admit that 
I need information on many subjects, I am inclined 
to think that I always do best in representing my 
constituents, when t follow the promptings of my 
own heart, and the dictates of my own judgment. 

Sir, although I have not had the honor of repre- 
senting my country abroad, I know what is the 
usual course of proceeding on the part of diplo- 
matists. I do not know it from having practically 
seen it, or from having practised it myself, but 
from my reading; and, sir, | have yet to learn any 
case that is at all analogous to the present. 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania allow me to interrupt him fora 
moment? 












March 6, 
Mr. COOPER. Certainly. = 
Mr. FOOTE. I simply suggest this as 
cuse for the British Minister, which I am 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania wi) 
kindly. He seems to have forgotten ¢ 
a very leading statesman of this coun 
to the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
now in his seat, (Mr, Wesster,}—severa| Sim 
ago, in a very formal and deliberate manner ou 
speech which I presume the Senator from Pen : 
sylvania must recollect was very much comme . 
ed on at the time in the various newspapers of Z 
country, and I suppose also in the newspapers of 
Europe, proposed the regulation of these whol 
subjects of imposts upon foreign productions, _ 


an eX. 
pon the 

receive 
he fact, that 
try—I refer 


treaty. Now, sir, this subject being very free| 
| discussed in this country, it seems to me that < 
was sent here, in consequence of the censure that | 


British Minister might have been encouraged at 
least to make the suggestion in reference to one or 
two small articles, 7 

Mr. COOPER. Ido recollect it; and I recollect 
that the suggestion was not adopted by the coun. 
try. It would be adopting a system of Policy en. 
tirely uncongenial to our institutions. This is 
subject which exclusively belongs to the represent. 
atives of the people of thiscouniry. lt differs in 
that respect from the same subject, as it concerns 
all other countries of Europe, except it be England 
and France, and therefore it was that I chose to 
indulge in the strain of remark. 

And what, I will ask the honorable Senator 


| from Kentucky, was there so exceedingly indec. 
| orous in my remarks? The word ‘ impertinent” 


was the most harsh word which I used in refer. 
ence toit. Now, what does that word mean in jts 
strict and proper sense? Why, I fezard it as 
simply meaning, that the British Minister was 
meddling with a subject which did not at all be- 
long to the Executive to regulate, but which be- 
longed entirely to the Congress of the United 
States to regulate. Now, sir, after all that has 
been said about the impropriety of my r marks, 
and all that has been said by the honorable Sena- 
tors around me, of their regret for what I did say, 
I must conclude by saying, that I would not 
withdraw a single word of what I have said, and, 
if necessary, | would say it over again. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Two things, Mr. President, 
have been presented tomy mind, calculated equally 
to acquit the British Minister of any impropriety 
in making this communication, and the President 
of the United States in submitting it for the con- 
sideration of Congress. I suppose it will bea 
conceded proposition, that the action of any one 
Government, which is calculated to affect the inter- 
ests of other Governments and people, is a proper 
subject of communication between the two Gov- 
ernments. Now, if the regulation of the rate of 
duties, or framing of the tariff, had been subject to 
the treaty-making power, it will not be doubted 
that the British Minister, or the Minister of any 
other Government might, with perfect propriety, 
have communicated with the Executive Depart- 
ment of the Government, to which the treaty- 
making power belonged, and that the suggestions, 
views, and feelings of his own Government upon 
that subject so communicated, would not have 
been characterized by impropriety. But, inas- 
much as the power of regulating the tariff appro- 
priately belongs to the legislative department of 
the Government, it is supposed that in communi- 
cating with the Executive on this subject, an im- 
propriety has been committed. 

Mr. President, I think there is fallacy in this, 
if the proposition be true, that the action of a 
Government, in whatever department it is calcu- 
lated to affect the interests of other nations, may 
be a proper subject of communication. Then 
it only remains to reflect, that the minister of a 
foreign Government has no other means to com- 
municate with the legislative department of the 
Government, but through the Executive, the 
President of the United States. If this had be- 
longed to the treaty-making power, the commu- 
nication would have been made to the President 
of the United States, and he, in the exercise of 
his appropriate powers, would have considered it; 
but, inasmuch as it belongs to the legislative de- 


partment, and inasmuch as there is no medium of 


communication between a foreign minister a0 
that department, but the Executive, in my humble 
judgment the communication has been properly 
made, and rly communicated to Congress. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I wish merely 
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yp observe, that in the few remarks which I sub- 
shat the Executive department of the Government 

; no exception whatever to the language used 
in this dispateh of the British Minister; that there | 
yas no purpose of censuring it in sending it here; | 
od that they were satisfied, so far as the courte- | 

of negotiation were concerned, with the lan- | 


} 


, : the Legislature of New York, in regard to the re- 
pitted upon the question, I took it for granted core of the patent for Woodworth’s planing 
|| machine. 


‘age which was used. Itseems to be proper || 


jnat this should be taken into account among other 
ings, and if chey took no exception to it, I can 
no reason why we should. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, | move to lay the 
wdject on the table. 

SeveRAL SENATORS. Oh, let i* be referred. 

On division, the motion to lay the subject on the | 
able was rejected, and the message was referred | 
the Committee on Commerce. 


THE COMPROMISE. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
wecial order, viz: Mr. Cray’s series of resolu- 

ons. 

"\e. WALKER, who was efititled to the floor, | 
xidressed the Senate for upward of two hours. 

Mr. SEWARD. If the honorable Senator is | 
not pertetiarty desirous of continuing his remarks 
xt this time, | would propose, as it is now late, 
hat the subject be postponed. 

Mr. WALKER. In consequence of the inter- 
rptions that have taken place, I shall not be-able 
to conclude to-day. 

Mr. DAWSON. The honorable Senator has 
been subjected to so many interruptions, that it is 
proper, if he will consent to yield for an adjourn- 
ment, that he #mould have another day. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 will move, then, that the 
further consideration of the subject be postponed | 
youl to-morrow. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should dislike very much to 
infir even the appearance of unkindness toward 
the honorable Senator from Wisconsin; but I 
must be permitted to remind the Senate that it will 
occasion much disappointinent, if the distinguished 
Senator who has the floor for to-morrow should be 
deprived of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the subject until to-morrow. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I know there is a general de- 
sire that the order that was made for to-morrow 
shall be fulfilled, but the Senator who has ad- 
dressed the Senate to-day will have possession of 
of the floor until his argument is concluded, be- 
cause unfinished business overrides all other; and 
[hope he will be allowed an opportunity to con- 
clude, 

Mr. BUTLER. I will suggest, if it be not ob- 
jectionable to the Senator, that he resume his re- 
marks at twelve o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Wisconsin 
accords with this suggestion, | will move that the 
subject be saapidal until to-morrow at twelve | 
hig and be then made the special order of the 
ay. 

Mr. WALKER assented, and the motion was 
sgreed to; and the resolutions were accordingly 
postponed, and made the special order of the day 
for to morrow at twelve o’clock. 


POST OFFICE REMOVALS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 





dent: 


Tv the Senate of the United Stutes : 

In answer to the inquiries contained in the resolution of 
the Senate of the 4th instant, in relation to appointments of 
postnasters by the Postmaster General, [ send to the Senate 
herewith the letter of the Postmaster General, dated on the 
ah instant, furnishing the desired information. 

ASBINGTON, March 6, 1850. Z. TAYLOR. 


Mr. DICKINSON moved to lay the message 
tnd accompanying documents on the table, and 
that they be printed. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to, 
and the motion to print the message and accom- 


panying documents was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 7, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. PUTNAM asked the unanimous consent of 
he House, to introduce a joint resolution from 





ule the following communication from the Presi- 


| 








| was read, considered, and agreed to, viz: 


| t alifornia: Provided, the cost shail not exceed twelve hun- 


Objection having been made by Mr. Jones, the 


'| resolution was not introduced. 


THE CENSUS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, rose, and 
referring to the fact that the annual message of the 
President of the United States was still under 
consideration, in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and that it was very important 
that that portion of it which related to the census 
should be referred to a committee, asked the 
unanimous consent of the House, to move that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union be discharged from that portion of the mes- 
sage, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, suggested 
a question of order, whether the Committee on 
the Judiciary would not have the power, indepen- 
dently of the reference of this portion of the Presi- 
dent’s message, to originate a measure or bill, and 
to report the same to the House? He did not 
think it necessary to have the whole of the mes- 
sage referred, before the committees could act. In 
his experience here, it had happened, that the 
House had spenta whole session, and perfected 
legislation, without the annual message of the 
President having been referred at all. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. INGE suggested that the annual message 
of the President had been laid aside, in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the 
committee had taken up the special California 
message. He presumed that when the House 
went into committee, there would be no objection 
to taking up the annual message, and referring it. 
He should now objeet to any business that was 
out of the regular order. 

The SPEAKER stated what the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. THompson] 
was. Unanimous consent would be required to 
enable the gentleman to make it. 

No objection having been made, the Committee 


| of the Whole on the state of the Union was dis- 
| charged from the farther consideration of so much 


of the President’s message as relates to the subject 


| of the census, and it was referred to the Committee 


on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURT insisted on the regular order of busi- 
ness, and gave notice that he should hereafter 
object to all business out of the regular order. 

ENGRAVING. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on En- 

graving, reported the following resolution; which 


Resolved, That the Conmittee on Engraving be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to contract for one thousand four 
hundred and fifty sets of the maps and drawings accompa- 
nsing the report of the Secretary of War, relative to the 
route from Fort Smith to Santa Fé: Provided, that the cost 
shall not exceed three hundred and twenty dollars; and for 
six plates to accompany the first part of the Patent Office 
Report: Provided, that the cost shall not exceed sixty-five 
dollars per thousand feet; and for eleven thousand four 
hund ed sets of the maps and drawings accompanying the 
message of the President of the United States, relative to 


dred and fifty dollars. 
THE PATENT OFFICE REPORT, ETC. 
Mr. Mc WILLIE, from the Committee on Print- 


ing, reported the following resolution: 


Resolved, That thirty thousand copies of the mechanical 
portion, and that seventy thousand copies of the agricultural 
portion of the Patent Office Report be printed. 


Mr. McWILLIE stated, that the reason wh 
there was a difference in the numbers ordered, 
arose from the fact, that the agricultural portion of 
the population was much larger than the mechan- 
ical; and as the work was represented as being too 
large for one volume, the discrimination become 
necessary. 

Mr. McW. farther stated, that while he had the 
floor, he would take the opportunity of noticing an 
article which appeared in one of the city papers, 
(The Secubiinn on yesterday morning. The 
charge contained in the paper was against the 
Democratic party generally, and, he supposed, the 
Committee’ on Printing specially. It charged 
them with having, from improper motives, delayed 
the printing of the President’s message in relation 
to California. The charge of the Republic was 
in the following words: 


“ Tux Presipent’s ANSWER TO THE CALL OF THE TWO 
Hovuses.—Is there any motive in withholding public docu- 
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| would not be agreed to. 








ments from Congress and the people? Is it the intention of 
its enemies that the Administration shall not come be lore 
the people with the facts necessary to expltin and vindicate 
its course? If Mr. Cathoun bad been in possession, before 
making his speech, of the documents communicated to Con- 

ress, in answer to the calls of the two Houses on the Presi- 

ent in relation to California, he might have thought it but 
an act of justice to the President to modify sou e of tris 
views and expressions. Mr. Calhoun says: 

*[ have not seen the answer of the Executive tothe ells 
‘made by the two Houses of Congress for information a to 
*the course which it took, or the part which it acted, in ref- 
ference to what was done in California. J understund the 
‘answers have not yet been printed. But there is enough 
‘known to justify the assertion, that those who profess to 
‘represent and act under the authority of the Exeeutive, 
* have advised, aided, and encouraged the movement, which 
‘terminated in forming what they call a constiwution and a 
* State.’ 

‘Now, we ask the American people what kind of justice 
toward the President and the Adininistration they can expect 
from opposition majorities which make calis upou the Presi- 
dent for official papers ; and then, if they do not answer their 
purpose, hugger-mugger them up in the printers’ closets ? 
There was a long and loud outery by Mr. Clemens in the 
Senate, and Mr. Venable in the House, for these documente. 
The opposition majorities were hot and impatient to pro- 
cure them from the President. Clerks were employed ata 
great expense to make the necessary copies; and when Mr. 
Calhoun makes aspeech two months afterward, ‘he un- 
derstands that the answers ma e huve not been printed.’ 

** We protest against this kind of wartare. ‘The opposi- 
tion majorities in the two branches would have deluged the 
country with these documents long since, if they bad been 
calculated to reflect upon the couduet of President Taylor; 
but since they only show that the old man has acted wisely, 
prudently, and patriotically, the documents cannot be print- 
ed! Even a Senator of the United States cannot procure a 
copy to enable him to assail the Administration understand 
ingly. This is shabby and shameful.”’ 


Now, Mr. Speaker, (continued Mr. McW.,) 
if the editor of the Republic had been as willing to 
ascertain the truth, as to abuse the Democratic 
party, or to insinuate that the committee acted 
from improper motives, in keeping back the mes- 
sage and documents referred to, by calling upon 
the public printer, or any member of the joint 
committee, either of the Senate or this House, 
he would have found that the committee, so far 
from suppressing the documents, had ordered the 
printing of other documents, which had been 
ordered previously to the communication of this 
message, to be suspended, and that this message 
and document were now being printed, and would 
in a very few days be ready for delivery. The 
editor ot the Republic, on inquiry, would also 
have found, that the message and documents will 


| make a volume of more than one thousand pages, 


and that they could not be printed in a day. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, inquired of the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing, [Mr. Mc- 
Wiuiz,] whether the committee had yet acted on 
the resolution heretofore introduced by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] providing 
for the distribution of the documents among the 
several counties? 

Mr. McWILLIE said, that the committee had 
had the resolution under its consideration at va 
last meeting, and would have it under advisement 
again. 

e Mr. CONGER said, he desired to inquire of the 
Chairman of the Committee on Printing, what 
number of the report of the Commissioner of 
Patents it was propoeed to print; and whether it 
was proposed that the mechanical and agricultural 
portions should be printed and bound separate!y? 
He had heard the remarks of the gentleman very 
imperfectly and did not understand the proposition 
of the committee. 

Mr. McWILLIE. The committee propose to 
print seventy thousand copies of the agricultural 
portion, and thirty thousand of the mechanical; 
and that they be printed and bound separately. 

Mr. CONGER trusted that this proposition 
He was for printing the 
largest number of this document, so much sought 
for by the country; but it ought not to be separ- 
ated, and sent abroad in detached portions. The 
first, or mechanical, or scientific part, only, of the 
reguiar annual report of the Commissioner of 
Patents, had yet been made to the House. At the 
time it was presented, now some weeks since, he 
had submitted a motion to print extra copies. 
That motion, by the rules of the House, was ne- 
cessarily referred to the Committee on Printing; 
and he desired to say, in this connection, that he 
was surprised that that committee should have 
waited so long before making their report. At 
the time he submitted the motion, his own judg- 
ment was, that a limited number only of this me- 
chanical portion—which would fill, as he under- 
stood, but about ole hundred pages—should be 








ATA 


-—--~ 

















THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 






March 7, 





| . — 

rinted, and that, too, mainly for the purpose of || the importance of the House immediately deciding | ber of copies to fifty thousand ie ‘on | 
caammaring the more immediate calls of eaniien, | what numbers of the two parts they would print, || twenty-five eared should Be dieaine a il 
to whom it was more espectally interesting. .That || so as to instruct the Committees on Engravings || Clerk of the House. The gentleman fro Y the gecau 
was his judgment now. There should be printed || and on Printing, as to the course they shouid take, || sissippi [Mr. Brown] had introduced ae ati gan 
a moderate number of what had already been sent || and to facilitate the publication of both parts of || proposing that two copies of each docum Ution, siher 
in, so that those who were more immediately in- || the report. | dered to be printed by Congress, should be wy. Ma ie © 
terested in the subject of which it treats, could be Mr. FULLER mentioned, as one reason for the || each county in every State. He would go fete ” but 
supplied; and then, when the agricultural portion || separate publication of the two parts, the fact, that | and provide that one or more should = er, were 
should have been sent in, the whole should be en mechanical was already prepared; whereas, | every incorporated library. Thus twent ‘ ihe m 
printed and bound together, and sent out to the || the agricultural was not, and would not be, in || thousand copies would be distributed by the Ch i. wom 
country together, as one entire document, as it is. |! three or four months. Another reason was, that || and twenty-five thousand would be divided o ; of the 
When bound together, the volume would not, as || the report was too large to constitute one volume. || the members of the House, to be distributed 1, gitue 
he understood, exceed seven or eight hundred Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, inquired of || them; and this would give one hundred copies to M: 


pages, and both, because he desired to economize 
in the expense of printing, as well as to send the 
report abroad in the form that shall be the most 
satisfactory to those among whom it was to be 
distributed, he would not have it divided. 

Mr. C. said they had already 4 Marc that all 
documents of this character should be bound; and 
he understood that the binding cost about twelve 
and a half cents per volume. [f bound separately, 
the first part would make but a very thin volume, 
while the expense of binding it would be as much 
per copy as it would cost to bind both parts in one 


the gentleman, (Mr. Furver,] if the Committee on 
Printing had estimated the cost of the whole print- 
ing proposed by the resolutions? 

Mr. FULLER replied, that that was impossible, 
because one part of the report was not yet made up. 

Mr. CONGER (Mr. Futter yielding for ex- 
planation) repeated, that he desired simply to see 
a limited number of this report published at 
this time—sufficient to supply the more immediate 
wants of inventors, and when the other part was 
ready, to have both printed together—first, because 
those who wanted the report, wished it entire;and, 





| 


| that two hundre 


each member. He submitted that that 


patronage enough. _ 


He would infinite} . 
thousand should be district 
by the Clerk, to one hundred thousand by th 

members. He would, therefore, move to een. 
| mit the resolution, with instructions to the com. 

mittee to report a resolution embodying these 
views. 

Mr. BAYLY obtained the floor— 

The SPEAKER stated, that the motion to re- 
commit with instructions, was not now in Order 
as the motion to reconsider was pending. cs 











volume. Gentlemen would, therefore, see that || second, on account of economy, as it would cost as Mr. BAYLY said that, the proposed instruc. whe 
little or nothing could be saved in expense, as the || much to bind a small portion as to bind the whole tions of the gentleman from Maryland {Mr repo 
demand for the larger portion would be just about || work. | McLane] were a complete non-sequitur to the pred 
as great with, as without, the thirty thousand Mr. FULLER replied, if only a few copies of || gentleman’s speech. The gentleman had showy whi 
copies of the smaller portion, which it was pro- || a part of the report were printed, and the publi- || that this growing patronage to members, in the ing | 
posed to print; and the expense of binding that || cation of the rest suspended, the expense would || form of books, which they could not distribute by | 
number, will pay for printing as many copies of || be increased. The gentleman’s proposition, there- || impartially, was wrong, and the proper conclusion -_ 
the first part, as was equal to the number they were || fore, would certainly not tend to economy. from that argument would have been, to reject the 
likely to order of the other. Mr. BAYLY moved the previous question. | resolution. able 
But he was not in favor of acting on the question Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, appealed to the Mr. McLANE explained, that ‘his proposition 
of printing the agricultural portion of the docu- || gentleman from Virginia to withdraw the demand, || would reduce the number by one-half. ing 
ment at this time. It had not, as he had already || to enable him (Mr. McL.) to move to recommit Mr. BAYLY replied, therefore it would be but den 
said, been communicated to the House, and there || the resolution. | half as objectionable; but it involved the same feat 
was, therefore, no propriety in ordering it now to Mr. BAYLY said he had no objection. He || principle and the same abuse against which jhe abd 
be printed. Létus, said he, print a limited num- |} would withdraw the motion if the gentleman would gentleman had spoken. He (Mr. B.) was opposed sent 
ber of the first part, and when the second part || renew it upon the motion to recommit, mn part, for the reasons which had been stated by not 
shall have been sent in, it would be soon enough Mr. McLANE declining to pledge himself to || the gentleman from Maryland, to the reprinting of att 
to decide how many copies of that should be || renew the demand for the previous question. this report. But there were other reasons; he E 
printed and bound with the other. For himself, Mr. BAYLY adhered to that demand. held in his hand a reprint of the first half by the “ 
he would say, that he would be in favor of print- The question was taken by tellers—(Mr. Ven- || ‘* Tribune” establishment in New York, which - 
ing a liberal, generous number. apie and Mr. Kine of Rhode Island)—who re- || had furnished the second half as soon as it was = 
r. STANTON, of Tennessee, said, if this were || ported—ayes 66, noes 54. submitted to Congress. (By way of parenthesis, - 
a simple Patent-Office report, it would very prop- So the demand for the previous question was || he would say that it was a beautiful commentary = 
erly be bound in one volume; but, as had been || seconded. upon the present system of Congressional printing, for 
stated, the report was in two divisions—one rela- The main question was ordered, viz., upon the || that they first received the public documents printed * 
ting to agricalture, the other to mechanics. Now, || passage of the resolution, and being taken, was || through private enterprise.) This copy cost dif 
in this division proposed by the Committee on the || decided in the negative—ayes 60, noes 69. twenty-five cents, he was informed; every person def 
Patent Office, and by the Patent Office itself, we So the resolution was rejected. | in the United States who wanted the report could M 
saw the germ of the agricultural bureau. He did Mr. McLANE moved to reconsider the vote. _|| afford to pay twenty-five cents for it. There was, Ex 
not know as he was e&specially hostile to this, es- After some inquiries and conversation on points || therefore, no propriety in publishing it at the ex- - 
pecially as resolutions had passed the Legislature || of order, | pense of the Government. But the expense to the fe 
of Tennessee instructing their Senators and re- At the suggestion of Mr. Crowe tt, | Government did not stop with its publication; HH 
questing their Representatives to exert their influ- Mr. McLANE moved to postpone the consid- |; there was the farther expense of envelopes and of > 
ence in favor of the establishment of this agricul- || eration of the motion to reconsider until to-mor- || transportation. In other words, the Government tio 
tural bureau, but he had thought proper to point || row. || paid a price entirely disproportioned to the value — 
out the object of this movement. He thought the The motion was rejected—ayes 53, noes 67. || received. He was therefore opposed tothe motion ‘ 
separation of the two points of the report right; The motion to reconsider the vote, by which the || to reconsider. o 
the two books ought not to be bound together, || resolution was rejected, still remaining before the || Mr. WHITE said he was willing to take the pe 
inasmuch as they were distinct. House, | responsibility of printing this docament, and the h 
Mr. FOWLER inquired why the Committee Mr. CHANDLER called for the reading of the || largest number. It was a document sought for by a 
on Printing made ib Dintinction. and proposed so || resolution, which was read. the industrious and enterprizing classes through- 3 
much a smaller number of the mechanical than of || Mr. McLANE said his object was to recom- || out the community before all others. For the last ; 
the agricultaral portion of the report? mit the resolution, with instructions to the Com- || two years, these classes had received but little g 
Mr. McWILLIE replied, because the number || mittee of Printing to report a resolution, providing benefit from Congress. He hoped this informa- th 
of persons engaged in mechanical pursuits through- || that not more than fifty thousand copies should be || tion would be furnished them, He should there- th 
out the United States, was smaller than of persons || printed—one hundred thousand copies would give || fore vote for the motion to reconsider. fr 
engaged in pursuits of agriculture. four or five hundred to each member of the House. Mr. FOWLER hoped the motion to reconsider 
Mr. FOWLER was understood to say, that last || He objected to printing such large numbers, as an || would prevail, and for the object indicated by the e 
year ninety thousand copies of the Patent-Office || indirect mode of conferring patronage upon them- || gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. McLave,) to ai 
report were ordered to be printed; and it was only || selves. No gentleman would deny, that it was || recommit to the Committee on Printing. But le 
proposed to print seventy thousand now. impossible to distribute four or five hundred || instead of instructing the committee to report e 
Mr. MeWILLIE stated, that there would be copies of this large bound book with impartiality || in favor of printing 50,000 copies, he was in d 
one hundred thousand of both parts of the report || among his constituents. They could not confine || favor of instructing them to report for the printing th 
printed, if the recommendations of the Committee || the distribution of so many copies to public insti- || of 100,000 copies, and he wotld print the two a 
on Printing were followed. tutions alone. Their correspondents daily calied || parts together. The gentleman from Maryland a 
Mr. FOWLER said, his opinion concurred with || for these books. Democrats received letters from || had spoken of this report as of little value—— 
that of the Committee on Printing as to a division || persons in other districts, asking for them, because Mr. McLANE explained that the gentleman la 
of this report into two volumes, But they ought || their Representative happened to be a Whig. He || had entirely misapprehended his re marks, and 8) 
to print, if not an equal number, a much larger || knew this to be the case with himself and his col- || that he had made not the remotest allusion to the é 
number than thirty thousand 6f the mechanical || leagues; it was so with the House. That was not || value of the report. : ‘ ad 
part. Though the number of persons engaged in || very material. He only referred to it, to show Mr. FOWLER received the correction with . 
the pursuits of agriculture was larger then the || that this was a system of patronage, corrupt pat: || pleasure. He (Mr. F.) believed that no doc- if 
number of those engaged in’ mechanical pursuits, || ronage. He did not object to vote any proper || ment was sent forth to the country, so well ealcu- id 
et thirty thousand was not a number large enough || amount of money: for documents ordered by Con- || lated to produce the best results, as this report from J 
or the mechanical portion. He was written to || gress ina proper way, but he did object to this || the Patent Office. To begin retrenchment by rt fo 
constantly by his constituents for the old reports. || proposition, to distribute four or five hundred || fusing to disseminate public information, was ° 7 
He h the number would be ah He || copies of this large book in each district, among a || ginning at the wrongend. The interests of agt'- 
objected also to the delay proposed by the gentle- || constituency of twelve to twenty thousand voters. || culture had not been regarded by Congress, as they te 
man from New York, ch r. Concer,] and urged He was, therefore, in favor of reducing the num- || deserved to be regarded. Let them diffuse informs 








1850. 


a n the subject Vrougnowt thecountry. He | tell the gentleman, that this was done, and the 
4 ishing t 
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in favor of pu e two parts together, || public money squandered, by passing these slimy | 
adel it would save expense, and because the || claims, which were urged upon Congress by spec- } 
wr who wanted the one part, also Wanted the || ulators, or by creating sinecures in the various | 





gan W . : : ° . ee | 
f 100,000 copies were ordered and printed, || public departments; but it was not by publishing | 
ney receive but about 400 copies to be dis- Poocuotee. West of the mountains, the people | 
cas d among all his constituents, most of whom || got nothing from the Government but intelligence. | 
aad agriculturists or mechanics. He hoped that || Of the $30,000,000 which were annually taken from | 
emotion to reconsider would prevail, and that the || the people, to supply the Treasury, why should |, 
nmittee Would be instructed to report in favor | they not be permitted to receive back five mills on || 
ofthe printing of 100,000 copies, which their con- || the dollar, in the way of information ? \| 
etnents, all over the country, would sonny || _ But he took issue with the gentleman from 
our. TOOMBS expressed the hope, that the | Georgia, (Mr. Toomss,] in his argument, that this | 
gotion to reconsider would not prevail, and con- || was illegitimate information to be published by | 
grred in the reasons stated by the gentleman from || Congress. The Patent Office was established to 
virginia, [Mr. Bayty.] The reason that had || goarenses the fruits of inventive genius, and to in- | 
been assigned by the gentleman from Massachu- || form the people of what was done in the way of |, 
setts, and other gentlemen in favor of the resolution, || inventions, and mechanical improvements. he 
yas, that every body wanted thedocument. Was '| object of the Agricultural Bureau was, to gather 
the business of Congress to print works to teach || useful information, relative to the soils and crops | 
the people upon their own interests? If they || of the country, and to the interests of agriculture |, 
adopted this principle, they might as well print any || generally. Yet, gentlemen would refuse this in- |, 
uber valuable book. If any man in his district || formation, to effect a pitiful saving! Out of the | 
ganted this document, let him buy it; he was against || $30,000,000 which were squandered annually [a | 
oublishing it at the expense of the whole people | laugh}]—he was going to ld this Govern- | 
hen but few of them would be benefited. The | ment, not two-and-a-half millions crossed the Al- |, 
report might be valuable; but if it was like its || leghanies. It was unaccountable to him, that 
predecessor, it was not worth the paper upon || gentlemen, who were found ready to vote their 
which it was printed. He was opponse to publish- || thousands upon thousands into the pockets of | 
ing it here, at a large expense, to be franked home | the broken-down offspring of illustrious sires, be- 
by gentlemen, loading down the mails, for elec- || cause he happened to be born of some of the ‘f— |, 
tioneering purposes, | f—>” &c., [alaugh] family of this Republic, | 
He opposed the system on accountof its unfavor- || should object to this poor pittance, to spread | 
able effects upon the system of cheap postage. A || broadcast over the country, information which | 
good deal was seid about the abolition of the frank- || pertained to the practical interests of the people. 
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abuse of the privilege. It was not a correct view 
of his remarks which the gentleman from Ohio 
took, when he attributed to him a desire to with- 
hold intelligence from the people. He reminded 
gentlemen that it had become a tice with the 
publishers of the city of New York, to make ar- 





| rangements by which they were enabled to publish 


these reports at a low price. To multiply books, 
therefore, would be merely to give new facilities 
to this practice. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, rose to inquire 


| if the morning hour had not elapsed; and if it 


had, he moved to proceed to the orders of the 


day. 
The CHAIR stated, that the motion to consider 
|| was a privileged question. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, then resumed 


| his remarks. He had introduced a proposition to 


the House, providing for the distribution of these 
documents among the public institutions, the pub- 
lic libraries, and ~— schools. He was always 
prepared to vote for the printing of all information 
which could promote the public interest. 

If ever he should be so fortunate as to get his 
resolution back from the Committee, and it should 
be taken up for the action of the House, he had no 
doubt that it would be voted down, because he was 


|, very certain that members would never be found 


willing to part with the patronage which the dis- 


| tribution of these books gives to them. It is evi- 


dently their intention that this system should go 
on, for the purpose of continuing to them the pat- 
ronage which grew outof it. He was against the 
system,and should oppose the printing of so large 


|| a number of the documents. 


ing privilege: he had no idea gentlemen would || He would vote for the printing of [00,000 copies, | Mr. VENABLE rose to address the House, 


deny themselves of this privilege; it would be de- || and would be willing to duplicate the number, and | 


fated in some way or other. But if it were || meet the responsibility before his constituents. 

abolished, these very constituents who were repre- | 

sented as so clamerous for this document, would || suggestion of his friend from Ohio, [Mr.Carrrer,] | 

not pay the postage upon it. They could buy it || that the number of this report should be increased || 

at the stores for a less sum. 
His colleague [Mr. 


ency of twenty thousand voters. He would re- || this large number of documents, is to be paid out 





ceive something like five hundred copies, which | of the common fund, to which all, withaut dis- || 


would be one copy for every forty of his con- | tinction, are compelled to contribute. Now, this 


stituents. A gentleman said that his constituents || mode of distributing books through the numerous || 
would pay the expense; thirty-nine would pay it || election districts, appeared to him to be very like || 


for the fortieth who received the document. | gammon. He had no faith in the pretext set up, 
The reason for printing public documents was | that these large publications are necessary to in- 





defend this printing. It was to inform the people | friend from Ohio was desirous to inform his con- 


as to the action of their own Government in its || stituents what we are doing here, why did he not || 


Executive and Legislative Departments. Confine | move to print 100,000 copies of our journal of | 
the public printing to this legitimate sphere, and || proceedings? That was the proper way to show 

they ould get their documents printed in time || the people what we are doing here. He would be | 
for the action of Congress, upon the subjects || glad to hear his friend from Ohio submit a propo- | 
which they embraced, and for the early informa- | sition to print 100,000 copies of the Journal for | 
tion of the people, upon the action of their Gov- | circulation. 


ernment. But he did not regard this as the real object of | 


The printing of this one document, alone, by || the suggestion. It could not be concealed from || 


the last Congress, had cost $40,000, and this, inde- || the country that the real object was, the increase | 
pendently of the expense of binding, which would || of the personal patronage of members. If it were | 
iow be incurred—a sum equal to the expenses of || not so, we should not see so much interest exhib- 
the Executive, Legislative, and Judiciary Depart- || ited about this question. We all know very well | 
ments of some States. He was utterly opposed || what an effect might be sometimes produced by | 
to this expensive system of book-making by Con- | sending a book to some particular constituent, in | 
gress, * || a doubtful part ofa district, in securing his exer- | 
Mr. CARTTER favored the reconsideration of |) tions in favor of the member who had sent it. He | 
the resolution, for reasons the very reverse of | was well aware of the uselessness of opposing | 
those which had been alleged b the gentleman || measures of this kind. Where the personal inter- | 
from Maryland, and others. Because all the || est of members were to be promoted by a propo- | 
people could not be furnished with this report, || sition, he knew that opposition was of no avail. | 


gentlemen had come to the grave conclusion that | Last year he had made a fruitless effort to arrest | 


| Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said, that the | 


when 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, begged to in- 
quare if it would be as convenient for the gentleman 
rom North Carolina to make his remarks to-mor- 
row? Ifso, he would, with the consent of that gen- 


| to 100,000, would give one copy for about every |, tleman, move to suspend the rules, and that the 
]represented a constitu-_|| twenty-five voters; and the expense of printing || House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 


| on the state of the Union, for the purpose of takin 
up the Message of the President of the United 
| States on the subject of California. 
Mr. VENABLE gave his assent. 
Mr. STANTON then moved to suspend the 


| rules, and that the House resolve itself into Com- 
|| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
different from that on which gentlemen sought to || form our constituents what we are doing. If his || 


Mr. STANTON waived the motion fora few 
| moments, at the request of Mr. Barty. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 

| Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee of Ways 
| and Means, reported a bill making appropriation 
| for certain fortifications of the United States for 


| the fiscal year, ending 30th June, 1851; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Committee 


|| of the Whole on the state of the Union, and or- 


dered to be printed. 
DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. BAYLY also, from the Committee of 
_ Ways and Means, reported a bill to supply defi- 


|| ciencies in the appropriations for the service of the 


fiscal year, ending 30th June, 1850; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union. and ordered to 
| be printed. 
| The question was then taken on the motion of 
| Mr. Stanton, of Tennessee, and was decided in 
| the affirmative. 
| CALIFORNIA. 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of 


none should be. All were aware that, by the pub- | the system. | the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Born, 


lie documents which they ordered printed, at the | Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, (Mr. Brown 


| of Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed the con- 


expense of the national treasury, they could not | yielding the floor at his request,) desired to cor- |, sideration of the special message of the President 


enlighten every citizen of the United States, as to || rect a misrepresentation of his remarks by the 


the details of their legislation; but this was a poor | gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Canrrer.] That gen- | 


| 


| relating to California, &c. 
| _Mr. HILLIARD (to whom the floor had, for 


«gument against their sending forth, to the people, || teman had misunderstood the ae of his re- | purposes of explanation, been yielded by Mr. 


“ of the printed records of Congress. 
; thad been said, by the gentleman from Mary- 
and, (Mr. McLane,] that this was a corrupt||) Mr. CARTTER put a question which was not 


| marks, when he attributed to him that 


i 


a their several constituencies. He (Mr. C. 
constituents they would send the document. But \ What he had said was, that to vote to every | 
i the Representative was corrupt enough not to || member the privilege of disposing of five hundred | 
*xercisé a sound discretion in this matter, let him copies of any book, would have the effeet of cor- 
~ the aes that the people were ot such || rupting those who exercised the privilege. No 
vols as he took them to be: the Representative | member could - conscientiously perform such a 
Vould find that out at the next election. [A laugh.] 


e intended | Sranton, of Kentucky, who was entitled to it) was 
|, to charge corruption on the constituency. ! proceeding to address the committee. 


Before doing 30, the committee consented that 


‘ystem of patronage, and the means of imposing |, heard. | the time occupied in explanation by Mr. Hittianp 
‘ ag 5 Mr. McLANE resumed. If his friend from } or Mr. Sranty, should not be deducted from the 
mitted, that they must choose to whom of their |, Obio would listen to him, he would be satisfied. | 


| hour of the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Stan- 
TON. 
| Explanations and rejoinders, nal and po- 
| litical, occupying upward of ap hour, were then 
| made by Messrs. Hittagp and Srayty. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, to whom 


duty, because he would be compelled to select the || allusion had been made by both gentlemen in the 


But the idea of corrupting the people, by dis- individuels to whom he would furnish the book, || course of their remarks, then endeavored to ob- 


‘eminating information among them! Let him 


and this would, in the nature of things, tend to an |) tain the floor. 
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Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, consented to 
yield it; but as unanimous consen’ was required, 
and objection being made, Mr. Stevens could not 

roceed. 

Mr. STANTON then took the floor, (laboring 
under severe hoarseness,) and spoke but a few 
minutes, when he yielded to a motion that the 
committee rise. 

The motion having been agreed to, the commit- 
tee rose and reported, 

And the House adjourned. 








PETITIONS, &c. 


The following memorials, petitions, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


On motion by Mr. JACKSON, it was ordered, that leave 
be cranted to withdraw from the files of the House the pe- 
tition and papers of Zepheniah Halsey and Patience Cor- 


bin. 

By Mr. FULLER: The petition of Andrew Ring and 120 
other etizens of Salem, praying Congress to abolish the al- 
lowance of spirit rations and the practice of flogging in the 
Pavy. 

By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of Artemas Hale and 
120 other citizens of Bristol and Plymouth counties, Massa- 
chusetts, pr ying for an appropriation for the improvement 
of navigation in Taunton Great river. 

By Mr. SCHOOLCRAFT: The petition of Benjamin 
Tathum and Henry B. Tuthum, for the extension of a pat- 
ent granted to them in 1841, for the manufacture of lead 

pe. 

By Mr. PUTNAM: The petition of O. Doolittle and 38 
others, of Wethersfield, New York, that postage on prepaid 
jJetters, not exceeding half an ounce in weight, be established 
at two cents. 

Also, a like petition of Gideon Arnold and 12 others, of 
China, New York, 

By Mr. REED: The petition of John Ferguson and 69 
others, of Mount Jackson, Pennsylvania, for cheap postage. 

Also, of John Henry and 36 others, of Lawrenceville, 
Pennsytvania, for cheap postage. 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of James A. Richards, 
James L. MeMichael, and 74 other citizens of Berks county, 
Pennsylvania, without distinction of party, praying for 
morifications of the present tariff, and for a ch.nge from 
ad valorem to epecifie duties, 

By Mr. CABLE, of Ohio: A petition from William Hick, 
and 33 other citizens of Columbiana, Ohio, for the free- 
dom of the public lands. 

Also, one from 8. G. MeKee and 78 otier citizens of 
Carroll county, Obio, for the same object. 

Also, a memorial from Wim. Hick, on the same subject. 

Also, a petition from Benjamin Allen and 32 citizens 
of Columbiana, Ohio, for cheap postage. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of J, G. Butler and 
others, citizens of Niles, Trumbull county, Ohio, praying 
the establishment of a rate of postage on prepaid letters at 
two cents per half ounce, 

Also, the petition of D. B. Hadley and others, citizens of 
Summit county, Ohio, praying a rate of postage not exceed- 
ing two cents, on letters for all distances, and permitting 
newspapers to be carried forty miles free of postage, and 
al-o, for abo'i-hing the franking privilege. 

By Mr. GERRY: The petition of Thomas Blanchard, 
praying an appropriation for the purchase of his patent war- 
machine, for the use of the navy. 

Bv Mr. JACKSON: The petition of H. M. Partridge. W. 
H. Phillips, and 130 others, mechanics of Chemung county 
New York, praving the repeal of the act of Congress, passed 
February 26, 1845, extending to the heirs and representatives 
of the late William Woodworth, the rights secured to him 
in 1828, under the patent law of the United States, in re- 
gard to a certain planing inachine. The reasons for the 
repeal are set forth in the petition, 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: The petition of Isanc Moore 
and 60) others, citizens of the county of Monroe, New 
York, asking for the repeal of the act of 1845, extending the 
patent for a planing machine granted to William Wood- 
worth. 

Aleo, concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of the 
Biante of New York, in relation to an act extending the 
— for a planing machine, granted to William Wood- 
worth. 





IN SENATE. 
Tavurspay, March 7, 1850. 


© Atan early hour this morning, the Senate cham- 
ber was completely occupied by ladies and such 
few gentlemen as had been able to obtain admit- 
tance, who endured several hours patient possession 
of seats, and even of the floor, that they might 
hear the long-expected speech of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT called the Senate to 
order at five minutes to twelve o’clock, and the 
devotional exercises were performed by the Chap- 
lain, the Rev. C. M. Burzer. 

‘oi Journal of yesterday was about to be read, 
when 

Mr. BADGQR moved that the reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT said he was in doubt 
whether that could be done without the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate. 

“The Secarrtary accordingly read the Journal 
of the proceedings of yesterday. 








ADMISSION OF LADIES. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I move that the 
ladies be permitted to occupy the floor, which 
they now are doing. [Laughter.] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Foore] moves that the ladies be 
permitted to occupy the floor. This motion re- 
quires unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the motion of the 
Senator from Mississippi, by substituting the word 
** invited"? for the word “* permitted.’* [Laughter. 

Mr. FOOTE. I will not be fastidious, but 
do not know why they should be invited when 
they already have possession. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Would it not be well enough 
to make the Sergeant-at-Arms clear the gallery of 
its male occupants, so as to allow the ladies to oc- 
cupy it—as we then could act with more comfort? 
Somebody must be putito inconvenience—either 
the Senate, or the ladies, (which I do not desire,) 
or the male occupants. Some such action is ne- 
cessary for the proper transaction of the business 
of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the motion of 
the Senator from Mississippi objected to? 

Mr. FOOTE. I would suggest to the honorable 
Senator, that he should not make the innocent re- 
sponsible. The ladies are never disorderly, and I 
do not see why they should be made responsible 
forthe disorderly conduct of our sex. I think, 
under the circumstances, it is better that my mo- 
tion should be adopted, and [ will participate with 
him in any action he may propose for the purpose 
of clearing the galleries of disorderly men, if there 
be any found there, or compelling them to be 
orderly, which I am sorry to say, they are not 
always upon occasions of this sort. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection to the motion, and the order of the 
Senate will be executed. 


THE COMPROMISE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Kentucky, were made 
the spegial order of the day at 12 o’clock. On 
this subject the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
Wa ker,] has the floor. 

Mr. ALKER. Mr. President, this vast 
audience has notassembled to hear me, and there 
is but one man, in my opinion, who can assemble 
such an audience. They~-expect to hear him, 
and I feel it to be my duty, as well as my pleasure, 
to give the floor, therefore, to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. I understand it is immaterial to him 
upon which of these questions he speaks, and, there- 
fore, I will not move to postpone the special order. 

Mr. WEBSTER.* I beg to express my obliga- 
tions to my friend from Wisconsin, [Mr. Wa k- 
ER,] as well as to my friend from New York, [Mr. 
Sewarp,] for their courtesy in allowing me to ad- 
dress the Senate this morning. 

Mr. President, I wish to speak to-day, not asa 
Massachusetts man, nor asa northern man, but as 
an American, and a member of the Senate of the 
United States. It is fortunate that there is a Senate 
of the United States; a body not yet moved from 
its propriety, wot lost to a just sense of its own 
dignity, and its own high pcaneeete and a 
body to which the country looks with confidence, 
for wise, moderate, patriotic, and healing counsels. 
It is not to be denied that we live in the midst of 
strong agitations, and surrounded by very consid- 
erable dangers to our institutions of government. 
The imprisoned winds are let loose. The East, 
the West, the North, and the stormy South, all 
combine to throw the whole ocean into commotion, 
to toss its billows to the skies, and to disclose 
its profoundest depths. I do not expect, Mr. 
President, to hold, or to be fit to hold, the helm in 
this combat of the political elements; but I have a 
duty to perform, and I mean to perform it with 
biielity—not without a sense of the surrounding 
dangers, but not without hope. I have a part to 
act, not for my own security or safety, for I am 
looking out for no fragment upon which to float 
away from the wreck, if wreck there must be, but 
for the good of the whole, and the preservation of 
the whole; and there is that which will keep me to 
my duty during this struggle, whether the sun and 
the stars shall appear, or shall not appear, for many 
days. I speak to-day for the preservation of the 
Union. ‘ Hear me for my cause.’’ I speak to- 





(* Mr. Wepsrer’s revised speech will be found in the 
Appendix.) 
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day, out of a solicitous and anxious 
restoration to the country of that eee me 
harmony which make the blessings of this thay 
so rich and so dear tous all. These are the an 
that I propose to myself to discuss; these 4.) 
motives, and the sole motives, that influence = the 
the wish to communicate my opinions to the Se 
ate and the country; and if I can do an — 
however little, for the promotion of these me 
shall have accomplished all that I desire. ssl 

Mr. President, it may not be amis 
very briefly to the events which, equal 
and extraordinary, have brought the political ¢ 
dition of the country to what it now is. In M,.. 
1846, the United States declared war against Me’ 
ico. Her armies, then on the frontiers, entered 
the provinces of that Republic, met and defeated 
all her troops, penetrated her mountain Passes 
and occupied her capital. The marine force of the 
United States took possession of her forts and he 
towns on the Atlantic and on the Pacific. |, heed 
than two years a treaty was negotiated, by which 
Mexico ceded to the United States a vast territory. 
extending seven or eight hundred miles alo; 
the shores of the Pacific—reaching back over the 
mountains, and across the desert, until it joined the 
frontier of the State of Texas. It so happened. 
that, in the distracted and feeble state of the Mey. 
ican Government, before the declaration of war 
by the United States against Mexico had becom, 
known in California, that the people of California 
—under the lead of American officers, perhaps, gen. 
erally—overthrew the existing Provincial Gover. 
ment of California, the Mexican authorities, an 
run up an independent flag. When the news 
arrived at San Francisco, that war had been ie. 
clared by the United States against Mexico, this 
independent flag was pulled down, and the siars 
and stripes of this Union hoisted in its stead, So, 
sir, before the war was over, the powers of the 
United States, military and naval, had possession 
of San Francisco and Upper California, and a 
great rush of emigrants, from various parts of the 
world, took place into California, in 1846 and 1847. 
But now, behold another wonder. 

In January of 1848, the Mormons, it is said, or 
some of them, made a discovery of an extraordi- 
narily rich mine of gold; or, rather, of a very 
great quantity of gold, hardly fit to be called a mine, 
for it was spread near the surface—on the lower 
part of the south or American branch of the Sac- 
ramento. They seem to have attempted to con- 
ceal their discovery for some time; but soon an- 
other discovery, perhaps of greater importance, 
was made, of gold in another part of the American 
branch of the Sacramento, and near Sutter’s fort, 
as it is called. The fame of these discoveries 
spread far and wide. They excited more and more 
the spirit of emigration toward California, which 
had already been excited; and persons crowded in 
hundreds, and flocked toward the Bay of San 
Francisco. This,as | have said, took place in the 
winter and spring of 1848. The digging con- 
menced in the spring of that year; and from that 
time to this, the work of searching for gold has 
been prosecuted with a success not heretofore 
known in the history of this globe. Weall know, 
sir, how incredulous the American public was ai the 
accounts which reached us at first of these discov- 
eries; but we all know that these accounts received, 
and continue to receive, daily confirmation; and 
down to the present moment, I suppose the assur- 
ances are as strong, after the experience of these 
several months, of mines of gold, apparently inex- 
haustible, in the regions near San Francisco, in 
California, as they were at any period of the earlier 
dates of the accounts. [t so happened, sir, that 
although in the time of peace it became a very im- 
portant subject for legislative consideration and 
legislative decision, to provide a proper territorial 
government for California, yet, differences of opin- 
ion in the counsels of the Government prevented 


8 to recur 
ly sudden 


“the establishment of any such territorial govern- 


ment for California, at the last session of Congress. 
Under this state of things, the inhabitants of San 
Francisco and California—then amounting to® 
great number of people—in the summer of lost 
year, thoughtit to be their duty to establish a local 
government. Under the proclamation of General 


Riley, the people chose delegates to a convention. 
That convention met at Monterey. They formed 
a constitution for the State of California, and it 
was adopted by the people of California in their 
primary assemblages. Desirous of immediate con- 
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sion with the United States, its Senators were 
we jnted and Representatives chosen, who have 
v. hither, bringing with them the authentic 
estitucion of the State of California; and the 


Sate, 
[inion as On a hei s , 
wion, sir, contains an express prohibition against 
davery oF involuntary servitude in the State of 
california. It is said, and I suppose truly, that of 
she members who composed that convention, some 
xen were natives, and had been residents of the 
daveholding States, and about twenty-two were 
feom the non-slaveholding States, and the remain- 
oe ten members were either native Californians, 
- lers in that country. This prohibition 


or old sett Re . : . . 
gninst slavery, It Is said was inserted with entire 


ypanimity. 

Mr. 
order is restored ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at- 
jrms will see that order is restored, and no more 
persons admitted to the floor. 

Mr. CASS. I trust the scene of the other day 
yill not be repeated. The Sergeant-at-Arms must 
iisplay more energy in suppressing this disorder. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The noise is outside of the door. 

Mr. WEBSTER. And itis this circumstance, 
sir, the prohibition of slavery by that convention, 
which bas contributed to raise—I do not say 
it has wholly raised—the dispute as to the pro- 
nriety of the admission of California into the 
Union under this constitution. It is not to be de- 
pied, Mr. President—nobody thinks of denying— 
that, whatever reasons were assigned at the com- 
mencement of the late war with Mexico, it was 
prosecuted for the purpose of the acquisition of 
territory, and under the alleged argument that the 
cession of territory was the only form in which 


resent themselves, asking in behalf of their | 
that the State may be admitted into this | 
e of the United States. This consti- | 


HALE. Will the Senator give way until || 


'| against the natural law, by which, as they main- 
tained, all men, of whatsoever clime, color or capa- 
city, were equal; but they justified slavery—first, 
upon the ground and authority of the law of na- 
tions—arguing, and arguing truly, that at that day 
the conventional law of nations admitted, that cap- 
tives in war, whose lives, according to the notions 
| of the times, were at the absolute disposal of the 
| captors, might, in exchange for exemption from 
|| death, be made slaves for life, and that such servi- 
| tude might descend to their posterity. The jurists 
| of Rome also maintained that, by the civil law, 
| there might be servitude—slavery, personal and 
| hereditary—first, by the voluntary act of an indi- 
| vidual who might sell himself into slavery; second, 
|, by his being received into a state of slavery, by 
|| his creditors, in satisfaction of a debt; and, thirdly, 
by being placed in a state of servitude, or slavery, 
for crime. At the introduction of Christianity 
| into the world, the Roman world was full of slaves, 
/and I suppose there is to be found no injunction 
|, against that relation between man and man in the 
| teachings by the Gospel of Jesus Christ, or by 
_any of his Apostles. The object of the instruc- 
| tion, imparted to mankind, by the founder of 
| Christianity, was to touch the heart, purify the 
| soul, and improve the lives of individual men. 
| That object went directly to the first fountain of 
| all political and all social relations of the human 
race—the individual heart and mind of man. 
Now, sir, upon the general nature, and charac- 
ter, and influence of slavary, there exists a wide 
difference between the northern portion of this 
country and the southern. It is said, on the one 
| side, that if not the subject of any injunction or 
| direct prohibition in the New Testament, slavery 
| 18 a wrong; that it is founded merely in the nght 
| Of the strongest; and that it is an oppression, like 
all unjust wars—like all those conflicts by which a 








proper compensation could be made to the United | mighty nation subjects a weaker nation to their 


States, by Mexico, for the various claims and de- 
mands which the people of this country had against 
that Government. At any rate, it will be found that 
President Polk’s message at the commencement of 
the session of December, 1847, avowed, that the 
war was to be prosecuted until some acquisition 
of territory was. made. And, as the acquisition 
was to be south of the line of the United States, 
in warm climates and countries, it was nat- 
urally, I suppose, expected by the South, that 
whatever acquisitions were made in that region, 
would be added to the slaveholding portion of the 
United States. Events have turned out as was 
not expected, and that expectation has not been 
realized; and therefore some degree of disappoint- 
ment and surprise has resulted, of course. In 
other words, it is obvious that the question which 
has so long harassed the country, and at times 
very seriously alarmed the minds of wise and good 
men, has come upon us for a fresh discussion—the 
question of slavery in these United States. 

Now, sir, | propose—perhaps at the expense of 
detail and consequent detention of the Senate —to 
review, historically, this question of slavery, 
which—partly in consequence of its own merits, 
and partly, perhaps mostly, in the manner it is 
discussed, in one and the other portion of the 
country—has been a source of so much alienation 
and unkind feeling between the different portions 
ofthe Union. We all know, sir, that slavery has 
existed in the world from time immemorial. There 
was slavery, in the earliest periods of history, in 
the Oriental nations. There was slavery among 
the Jews—the theocratic government of that people 


| will; and that slavery, in its nature, whatever may 
be said of it in the modifications which have taken 
place, is not in fact according to the meek spirit 
| of the Gospel. It is not kindly affectioned. It 
| does not * seek another’s, and not its own.” It 
does not “ let the oppressed go free.” These are 
sentiments that are cherished, and recently with 


greatly augmented force, among the people of the 
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ments of mankind, and comes to be discussed in 
1 assemblies of the clergy and laity, there 
is always to be expected, or always to be feared, 
a great degree of excitement. It is in the nature 
of man, manifested by his whole history, that re= 
ligious disputes are apt to become warm, and 
men’s strength of conviction is proportionate to 
their views of the magnitude of the questions. 
In all such disputes, there will sometimes be men 
found with whom everything is abso!ute—abse- 
lutely wrong, or absolutely right. They sce the » 
right clearly; they think others ought to do it, and 
| they are disposed to establish a broad line of dis- 
tinction between what they think right, and what 
| they hold to be wrong. And they are not seldom: 
willing to establish that line upon their own con- 
victions of the truth and the justice of their own 
opinions, but they are willing to mark and guard 
| that line, by placing along it a series of dogmas, 
as lines of boundary are marked by posis and 
stones. There are men, who, with clear percep- 
tions, as they think, of their own duty, do not see 
how too hot a pursuit of one duty may involve 
| them in the violation of another, or how too warm 
an embracement of one truth may lead to a dis- 
regard uf other truths equally important. As I 
heard it stated strongly, not many days ago, these 
persons are disposed to mount upon some duly as 
/a war-horve, and to drive furiously on, and upon, 
| and over all other duties, that may stand in the 
way. There are men, who, in times of that sort, 
, and disputes of that sort, are of opinion, that hu- 
man duties may be ascertained with the precision 
of mathematics. They deal with morals as with 
mathematics, and they think what is right, may be 
| distinguished from what is wrong, with the precis- 
| ion of an algebraic equation. They have, therefore, 
| none too much charity toward others who differ 
with them. They are apt, too, to think that noth- 
| ing is good but what is perfect, and that there are 
| no compromises or modifications to be made in 
submission to difference of opinion, or in deference 
| to other men’s judgment. If their perspicacious 
| vision enables them to detect a spot on the lace of 
| the sun, they think that a good reason why the 
| sun should be struck down trom Heaven. ‘They 
| prefer the chance of running into utter darkness 
| to living in heavenly light, if that heavenly light 


northern States. It has taken hold of the religious || be not absolutely without any imperfection. ‘There 
sentiment of that part of the country, as it has || are impatient men—too impatient always to give 
more or less taken hold of the religious feel- || heed to the admission of St. Paul, *‘ that we are 
ings of a considerable portion of mankind. The || not to do evil that good may come’’—too impa- 


| South, upon the other side, having been accustom? 
ed to this relation between the two races all their 
lives, from their birth; having been taught in gen- 
eral to treat the subjects of this bondage with care 
and kindness—and I believe, in general, feeling for 
them great care and kindness— have yet not taken 
this view of the subject which | have mentioned. 
There are thousands of religious men, with con- 
sciences as tender as any of their brethren at the 
North, who do not see the unlawfulness of slavery ; 
and there are more thousands, perhaps, that, what- 
soever they may think of it in its origin, and asa 
matter depending upon natural right, yet take 

things as they are, and, finding slavery to be an 
established relation of the society where they live, 
can see no way in which—let their opinions on the 
abstract question be what they may—it is in the 
power of the present generation to relieve them- 
selves from this relation. And, in this respect, 
cardor obliges me to say, that | believe they are 
just as conscientious, many of them—and of the 
religious people, all of them—as they are in the 








made no injanction against it. There was slavery || North, in holding different opinions. 


among the Greeks; and the ingenious philosoph 
of the Greeks foun ; ri Fee 
tion for it, or upon the grounds which have 
been assumed, for such a justification, in this 
Country; that is, a natural and original difference 
among the races of mankind—the inferiority of the 
black or colored race, to the white. The Greeks 
Justified their system of slavery upon that ground 
precisely. They held the African, and in some 
parts, the Asiatic tribes, to be inferior to the white 
race; but they did not show, I think, by any close 
process of logic, thatif this were true, the more 
melligent and the stronger, had therefore a right 
0 subjugate the weaker. 
© more manly philosophy, and jurisprudence 

of the Romans, placed the justification of slavery 
on entirely different grounds. 

The Roman jurists, from the first, and down to 
the fall of the empire, admitted that slavery was 













Why, sir, the honorable Senator from South 


d, or sought to find, a justifica- || Carolina, the other déy, alluded to the great sep- 


aration of that great religious community, the 
Methodist Episcopal Church. That separation 
was brought about by differences of opinion upon 
this peculiar subject of slavery. I felt great con- 
cern, as that dispute went on, about the result; 
and | was in hopes that the difference of opinion 
might be adjusted, because | looked upon that re- 


ligious denomination as one of the great props of 


religion and morals, throughout the whole coun- 
try, from Maine to Georgia. The result was 
against my wishes and against my hopes. | have 
read all their proceedings, and ali their arguments, 
but I have never yet been able to come to the con- 
clusion, that there was any real ground for that 
separation; in other words, that no good could be 
produced by that. separation. Sir, when a ques- 
tion of this kind takes hold of the religious senti- 








tient to wait for the slow progress of moral causes 
| in the improvement of mankind. They do not 
remember that the doctrines and the miracles of 
Jesus Christ have, in eighteen hundred years, 
converted only a small portion of the human race; 
and among the rations that are converted to Chris- 
| tianity, they forget how many vices and crimes, 
public and private, sull prevail, and that many of 
them—public crimes especially, which are offenses 
against the Christian religion—pass without excit- 
| ing particular regret or indignation, Thus wars 
are waged, and unjust wars. Ido not deny that 
there may be just wars. There certainly are; but 
it was the remark of an eminent person, not many 
years ago, on the other side of the Atlantic, that 
| it was one of the greatest reproaches to human 
| nature, that wars were sometimes necessary. The 
| defense of nations sometjmes causes a war against 
the injustice of other nations. 

Now, sir, in this state of sentiment, upon the 
general nature of slavery, lies the cause of a great 
| portion of those unhappy divisions, exasperations, 
and reproaches, which find vent and support in 
different parts of the Union. Slavery does exist 
in the United States. It did exist in the States 
before the adoption of this Constitution, and at 
| that time. 

-And now let us consider, sir, for a moment, 

what was the state of sentiment, North and South, 
| in regard to slavery ai the time this Constitution 

was adopted. A remarkable change has taken 
place since, but what did the wise and great men 
| of all parts of the country think of slavery? In 
what estimation did they hold & im 1787, when 
this Constitution was adopted? Now, it will be 
found, sir, if we will carry ourselves by hiatorical 
research back to that day, and ascertain men’s 
Opinions by authentic records still existing among 
us, that there was no great diversity of opimon 
between the North and the South upon the sub- 
ject of slavery; and it will be found that both 
parts of the country held it equally an evil—a 
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moral and political evil. I¢ will not be found, that | 
either at the North or at the South, there was 
much, though there was some, invective against 
slavery as inhuman and cruel. The great ground 
of objection to it was political; that it weakened 
the social fabric; that, taking the place of free | 
labor, society was less strong, and labor was less | 
productive; and, therefore, we find, from all the 


eminent men of the time, the clearest expres- || as applied to all the territory over which the Con- || strong against slavery, and the South 


sion of their opinion that slavery was an evil. | 
And they ascribed it, not without truth, and not | 
without some acerbity of temper and force of 
language, to the injurious policy of the mother | 
country, who, to favor the navigator, had entailed 
these evils upon the colonies. i need hardly refer, 
sir, to the publications of the day. They are_ 
matters of history on the record. The eminent 


men, the most eminent men, and nearly all the | 
conspicuous of the South, held the same senti- | 


ments, that slavery was an evil, a blight, a blast, 
a mildew, a scourge, and acurse. There are no | 
terms of reprobation of slavery so vehement in 
the North of that day asin the South. The North | 
was not so much excited against it as the South, | 
and the reason is, | suppose, because there was 


see, or think they saw, the evils so prominently 


as they were seen, or thought to be seen, at the 1 


South. 
‘Then, sir, when this constitution was framed, | 
this was the light in which the Convention viewed | 
it. The Convention reflected the judgment and | 
sentiments of the great men of the South. A 
member of the other house, whom I have not the | 
honor to know, in a recent speech, hav collected | 
extracts from these public documents. They | 
prove the truth of what | am saying, and the ques- 
tion then was, how to deal with it, and how to 
deal with itas an evil? Well, they came to this | 
general result. They thought that slavery could 
not be continued in the country if the importation 
of slaves were made to cease, and therefore they | 
provided, that aftera certain period, the importation | 
might be prevented by the act of the new Govern- 
ment. Twenty years was proposed by some 
gentleman—a northern gentleman, I think—and | 
many of the southern gentlemen opposed it as | 
being too long. Mr. Madison, especially, was 
something warm against it. He said it would 
bring too much of this mischief into the country | 
to allow the importation of slaves for such a period, | 
because we must take along with as, in the whole | 
of this discussion, when we are considering the | 
sentiments and opinions in which this constitutional | 
provision originated, that the conviction of all men 
was, that if the importation of slaves ceased, the | 
white race would multiply faster than the black race, | 
and that slavery would therefore gradually wear 
outand expire. It may not be improper here to 
allude to that—I had almost said celebrated—opinion 
of Mr. Madison. You observe, sir, that the term | 
slave, or slavery, is not used in the Constitution. 
The constitution does not require that . fugitive 
slaves’? shall be delivered up. It requires that 
‘persons bound to service in one State, and es- 
caping into another, shall be delivered up.’? Mr. | 
Madison opposed the introduction of the term | 
slave, or slavery, into the Constitution; for he said | 
he did not wish to see it recognized by the Constitu- | 
tion of the United States of America, that there | 
could be property in men. 
place at the Convention in 1787; but connected | 
with this-——concurrent and contemporaneous—is | 
another important consideration, not sufficiently | 
attended to. The Convention, for framing this | 
Constriution, assembled in Philadelphia in May, | 
' 
| 








and sat until September, 1787. During all that 

time, the Congress of the United States was’in 

session at New York. It was a matter of design, 

as we know, that the Convention should not as- | 
semble in the same city where Congress was hold- | 
ing its sessions. Almost all the public men of the | 
country, therefore, of distinction and eminence, 
were in one or the other of these two assemblies; 
and | think it happened in some instances, that the 
same gentlemen were members of both. If I mis- 
take not, such was the case of Mr. Rufus King, 
then a member of Congress from Massachusetts, | 
and at the same time a member of the Convention | 
to frame the Constitution from that State. Now, | 
it was in the summer of 1787, the very time when | 
the Convention in Philadelphia was framing this | 
Constitution, that the Congress in New York was 

framing the ordinances of 1787. They passed that | 


' 
' 


|| a genéral Constitution of the United States. 
much less at the North; and the people did not || 


1} 
1] 


Now, sir, all this took || 
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| ordinance on the 13th July, 1787, at New York, 
| the very month—perhaps the very day—on which 
‘these questions about the importation of slaves, and 
| the character of slavery, were debated in the Con- 
| vention at Philadelphia. And, so far as we can 
| now learn, there was a perfect concurrence of 
| opinion between these respectives bodies; and it 






arch 7, 


Here we may pause, There was unanimit, 


of sentiment, if not a general concurrence of Sent 


ment, running through the whole commun; 
especially entertained by the eminent ete i 
rtions of the country, in regard to this subj va 


t soon a change began at the N 
South, and a severance of Opinion a and the 


_ resulted in this ordinance of 1787, excluding slavery, itself—the North growing much more lear, 


| gress of the United States had jurisdiction, and 
| that was, all the territory northwest of the Ohio. 
| Three years before, Virginia and other States 
| had made a cession of that great territory to the 
| United States. Anda most magnificent act it was. 
| I never reflect upon it without a disposition to do 
| honor and justice—and justice would be the high- 
| est honor—to Virginia for that act of cession of 
her northwestern territory. I will say, sir, it is 
one of her fairest claims to the respect and grati- 


| tude of the United States, and that perhaps it is 
only second to that other claim which attaches to 


|| hér': that in her counsels, and from the intelligence 


| 

| 

| 

| arid patriotism of her leading statesmen, proceeded 
| the’first idea, put into practice, for the formation of 
Now, 
sir, the ordinance of 1787 applied thus to the whole 
territory over which the Congress of the United 
States had jurisdiction. It was adopted nearly 
three years before the Constitution of the United 
States went into operation; because the ordinance 
| took effect immediately on its passage, while the 
| Constitufion of the United States, having been 
| framed, was to be sent to the States to be adopted 
by their Conventions; and then a Government had 
to be organized under it. This ordinance, then, 
was in operation and force when the Constitution 


|| was adopted, and this Government put in motion, 


in April, 1789. 

Mr. President, three things are quite clear as 
historical truths. One is, that there wasan expec- 
| tation that on the ceasing of the importation ofslaves 
from Africa, slavery would begin torun out. That 
was hoped and expected. Another is, that as far 
as there was any power in Congress to prevent 
| the spread of slavery in the United States, that 

power was executed in the most absolute manner 
| and to the fullest extent. An honorable member 
| whose health does not allow him to be here to- 
| day 
| A Senaror. 
CaLHoun.) 

Mr. WEBSTER. Lam very happy to hear 
that he is—may he long be in health and the en- 
joyment of it to serve his country—said the other 
day, that he considered this as the first in the series 
of measures calculated to enfeeble the South, and 
deprive them of their just participation in the ben- 
efits and privileges of this Government. He says, 








He is here. (Referring to Mr. 


|| very properly, that it was done under the old Con- 


federation, and before this Constitution went into 
effect; but, my present purpose is only to say, 
Mr. President, that it was done with the entire and 
unanimous concurrence of the whole South. Why, 
there it stands! ‘The vote of every State in the 
Union was unanimous in favor of the ordinance, 
with the exception of a single individual vote, and 
that individual was a northern man. But, sir, 
the ordinance abolishing or rather prohibiting 
slavery northwest of the Ohio, has the hand and 
seal of every southern member in Congress. 

This was the state of things, sir, and this the 
state of opinion under which those two very im- 
portant matters were arranged, and those two im- 
portunt things done; that is, the establishment of 
the Constitution, with a recognition of slavery as it 
existed in the States, and the establishment of the 
ordinance prohibiting, to the full extent of all ter- 
| ritory owned by the United States, the introdution 
| of slavery into those territories. And here, sir, 
we may pause. We may reflect for a moment 
| upon the entire coincidence and concurrence of 
sentiment between the North and the South upon 
| 
| 








this question, at the period of the adoption of the 
Constitution. But opinions, sir, have changed— 
reatly changed—changed North and chan 

uth. Slavery is not regarded in the South now 
as itwas then. I see an honorable member of this 
body paying me the honor of listening to my re- 
marks; he brings to me, sir, freshly and vividly 
the sentiments of his great ancestor, so much dis- 
tinguished in his day and generation, so worthy 
to be succeeded by so worthy a grandson, with all 
the sentiments he expressed in the Convention in 

| Philadelphia, on this subject. 


fm and 
growin 
rt. Sir, 
oe Opinions 
hat appears 


‘| much more warm and strong in its suppo 
| there is no generation of mankind who 
are not subject to be influenced by w 
to them to be their present, and emergen:. 
exigent interest. I impute to the South no’ . 
ticularly interested view, in the change which ne, 
| come over her. I impute to her certainly no i 
honest view. All that has happened has be, 
natural. It has followed those causes what 
always influence the human mind and Pa 
te 
upon it. What, then, have been the causes which 
have created so new a feeling in favor of slaye; 
in the South—which have changed the whole noy,. 
enclature of the South on the subject—and inn 
being thought of and described in the terms I haye 
mentioned, but will not repeat, it has now become 
an institution, a cherished institution there; no ey) 
no scourge, but a great religious, social, and moral 
blessing, as [ think I have heard itlaterly described? 
I suppose this, sir, is owing to the sudden uprising 
and rapid growth of the cotton plantations of the 
South. So far as any motive of honor, justice 
and general judgment could act, it was the cotton 
interest that gave a new desire to promote slavery 
to spread it and to use its labor. I again say tha 
this is produced by the causes, which we mus, 
always expect to produce like effects—their whole 
interests became connected withit. If we look back 
to the history of the commerce of this country, at 
the early commencement of this Government, what 
were our exports? Cotton was hardly, or but to 
avery limited extent, known. The tables wil! 
show that the exports of cotton for the years 179) 
and 91, were hardly more than forty or fifty thou- 
sand dollarsa year. [t has gone on increasing rap- 
idly until it may now be, perhaps, in a season of 
great product and high prices, a hundred millions 
of dollars. Then there was more of wax, more 
of indigo, more of rice, more of almost everything 
exported from the South, than of cotton. [ think 
I have heard it said, when Mr. Jefferson negoti- 
ated the treaty of 1794 with England, he did not 
know that cotton was exported at all from the 
United States; and I have heard it said, that after 
the treaty, which gave to the United Siates the 
right to carry their own commodities to England 
in their own ships, the custom-house in London 
refused to admit cotton, upon an allegation that it 
could not be an American production, tifere being, 
as they supposed, no cotton raised in America. 
They would hardly think so now! 
ell, sir, we know what follows. The age of 
cotton became a golden age for our southern breth- 
ren. It gratified their desire for improvement and 
accumulation, at the same time that it excited it. 
The desire grew by what it fed upon, and there 
soon came to be an eagerness for other territory— 
a new area or new areas for the cultivation of the 
cotton crop; and measures were brought about, 
somewhat rapidly, one after another, under the 
lead of southern men at the head of the Govern- 
ment—they having a majority in both branches of 
the Government—to accomplish their ends. The 
honorable member from Carolina observed, that 
there has been a majority all along in favor of the 
North. If that be true, sir, the North acted either 
very liberally and kindly, or very weakly; for they 
never exercised that majority five times in the his- 
tory of the Government. Never. Whether they 
were out-generalled, or whether it was owing to 
other causes, [ shall not stop to consider, but 0 
man acquainted with the history of the country 
can deny, that the general lead in the politics of 
the country, for three-fourths.of the period that 
has elapsed since the adoption of the Constitution, 
has been a southern lead. In 1802, in pursuit of 
the idea of opening a new cotton region, the United 
States obtained a cession from Georgia of the 
whole of her western territory, now embracing 
the rich and growing State of Alabama. In 1803 
Louisiana was purchased from France, out of 
which the States of Louisiana, Arkansas, and Mis- 
souri have been framed as slaveholding States. 
In 1819 the cession of Florida was made, bringing 
|| another ceasion of slaveholding property and terr!- 
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Government, such as the manner of collecting 
jerevenue and the tendency of those measures to | 
mote emigration into the country, what ac- 
ont for the more rapid growth of ‘the North | 
than the South. He thinks they were not the 
ration of time, but of the system of Govern- 
gent established under this Constitution. That 
ga matter of opinion. Toa certain extent, it may 
ie so; but it does seem to me, that if any operation 
ofthe Government could be shown in any degree | 
to have promoted the population, and growth, and 
weaith of the North, it is much more sure that 
there are sundry important and distinct operations 
ofthe Government, about which no man can doubt, 
vending to promote, and which absolutely have 
romoted, the increase of the slave interest, and the 
dave territory, of the South. Allow me to say, 
that it was not time that brought in Louisiana; it 
yas the act of men. [It was not time that brought 
in Florida; it was the act of men. And lastly, 





rributed so much to enlarge the area and the sphere 


and illimitable Texas—was added to the Union, as 
aslave State, in 1845; and that, sir, pretty much 
closed the whole chapter and settled the whole | 
account. That closed the whole chapter—that | 
gettled the whole account—because the annexation | 


of Texas, upon the conditions and under the guar- |) 


antees upon which she was admitted, did not leave 
an acre of land, capable of being cultivated by slave 
labor, between this Capitol and the Rio Grande, or 
the Nueces, or whatever is the proper boundary 
of Texas—not an acre, not one. From that mo- 
ment, the whole country from here to the western | 
boundary of Texas, was fixed, pledged, fastened, 
decided to be-slave territory forever, by the solemn 
cuaranties of law. And [ now say, sir, as the 
proposition upon which I stand this day, and 
upon the truth and firmness of which I intend to 
act until it is overthrown, that there is not, at this 
moment, within the United States, or any territory 
of the United States, a single foot of land, the char- 
acter of which, in regard to its being free-soil ter- 
ritory or slave territory, is not fixed by some law, 
and some irrepealable law, beyond the power of the 
action of this Government. 
with respect to Texas? Why, it is most mani- 
festly so. 
Carolina, at the time of the admission of Texas, 





held an important post in the Executive Depart- | 
ment of the Government; he was Secretary of || 


Siate. Another eminent person, of great activity 
and adroitness in affairs—I mean ‘the late Secre- 
ary of the Treasury, (Mr. Walker)—was a lead- 
ing member of this body, and took the lead in the 
business of annexation; and I must say that they 
did their business faithfully; there was no botch 
init. They rounded it off, and made as close 
joiner-work as ever was put together. Resolu- 
tions of annexation were partial into Congress 
fly joined together—compact, firm, efficient, con- 
clusive upon the great object which they had in 
view, 

Allow me to read one of these resolutions. It is 
the third clause of the second section of the res- 
olution of the Ist March, 1845, for the admission 
of Texas. That clause reads in these words: 

“New States, of convenient size, not exceeding four in 
number, in addition to said State of Texas, and having suffi- 
cient population, may hereafter, hy the consent of said State 
be formed Out of the territory thereof, which shall be entitled 
» admission under the provisions of the Federal Constitu- 
lion. And such States as may be formed out of that portion 
of said territory lying south of 30° 30’ north latitude, com- 
monly known as the Missouri compromise line, shall be ad- 
titted into the Union, with or without slavery, as the people 
. each tate, asking admission, may desire; and in such 
— States as shall be formed out of said territory north 
of said Missouri compromise line, slavery or involuntary 
‘ervitude (except for crime) shall be prohibited.” 
Now what is here stipulated, enacted, secured ? 

tis, that all Texas south of 36° 30’, which is 
hearly the whole of it, shall be admitted into the 

nion as a slave State—it was a slave State, 
and therefore came in asa slave State—and that 
hew States shall be made oat of it; and that such 
ates as are formed out of that portion of Texas 
ying south of 36° 30’, may come in as slave 

‘ates, to the number of four, in addition to the 

tate then in existence, and admitted at that time 

Y these resolutions. 1 know no mode of legis- 

‘ton which can strengthen that. I know no 
mode of recognition that can add a tittle of weight 
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Sir, the honorable member from South |; to it. 
rolina thought he saw in certain operations of || my honorable friend from Tennessee, (Mr. Bex.] 


| 


|| acting in good faith, as I trust it always will, can || and they would have it as it did stand. 


_cerned—the whole of Texas south of 36° 30’, | 


479 
I listened respectfully to the resolutions of || mountains and valleys of California and New 
Mexico, or any other part of Mexico, and then 
He proposed to recognize that stipulation with || quarrel about it—to bring it in, and then to put 
Texas. But any additional recognition would || upon it the saving grace of the Wilmot pro- 
weaken the force of it, because it stands here on || viso. There were twoeminentand highly respect- 
the ground ofa contract for aconsideration. It is able gentlemen from the north and east, then lead - 
a law founded on a contract with Texas, and des- | ing getlemen in the Senate—k refer,and I do so 
tined to carry that contract into effect. A recog- | with entire respect, for I entertain for both of those 
nition founded on any consideration, and any con- |; gentlemen in general, high regard, to Mr. Dix of 
tract, would not be so strong as it now stands on |, New York, and Mr. Niles of Connecticut—who 
the face of the resolution. ow, I know no way, |, voted for the admission of Texas. They would 
I candidly confess, in which this Government, | not have that vote any other way than as it stood; 


I speak 
relieve itself from that stipulation and pledge, by | of the vote upon the annexation of Texas. Those 
any honest course of legislation whatever. And, |, two gentlemen would have the resolution of an- 
therefore, I say again, that so far as Texas is con- | nexation just as it is, and they voted for it just as 
it is, and their eyes were all open to it. My hon- 








| which I suppose embraces all the slave territory— | orable friend, the member who addressed us the 


| which is not established by law—a law which 


| tract. 
sir, to complete those acts of men, who have con- || 


| tion, so far as Texas is concerned, has been main- 
ofthe institution of slavery, Texas—great, and vast, || 


that within these wails, where it is said,by the | 
_ honorable member from South Carolina, the free | 


|| It was made up of northern as well as of southern 





Now, is it not so 


| 


The honorable Senator from South || thirteen Senators, from the free States—within a | 


| votes at that time, are now seen taking upon them- 


| 
| 


| 





/ northern votes added to the entire southern vote, | 


| to this body by free-soil votes. 


there is no lgnd, not an acre, the character of | other day from South Carolina, was then Secre- 
tary of State. His correspondence with Mr. 
cannot be repesied without the violation of a con- | Murphy, the chargé d’affaires of the United States 
in Texas, had been published. That correspond- 
ence was all before those gentlemen, and the Sec- 
| retary had the boldness and candor to avow in 
tained, and the provision in this article—and it has || that correspondence, that the great object sought by 
been well suggested by my friend from Rhode || the annexation of Texas was to strengthen the 
Island, that that part of Texas which lies north of | slave interest of this country. Why, sir, he said, 
thirty-four degrees of north latitude may be formed | in so many words—— 
into three States—is dependant in like manner } Mr. CALHOUN. Will the honorable Senator 
upon the consent of Texas, herself a slave State. | permit me to interrupt him for a moment? 
Well, now, sir, how came it?—how came it, Mr. WEBSTER. Certainly. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I am very reluctant to in- 
terrupt the honorable gentleman; but, upon a 
States have a majority—that this resolution of an- || point of so much importance, | deem it right 


1 hope, sir, it is now apparent, that my proposi- | 


/nexation, such as I have described it, found a || to put myself rectus. I did not put it upon the 


majority in both Houses of Congress? Why, |, ground assumed by the Senator. 1 put it upon 
sir, it found that majority by the vast addition of || this ground: that Great Britain had announced to 
|| this country, in so many words, that her object 

was to abolish slavery in Texas, and through 
|| Texas, to aceomplish the abolishment of slavery in 
votes. Inthe House of Representatives it stood, || the United States and the world. The ground | 


or, at least, nearly the whole of the southern votes. | 


I think, about eighty southern votes for the admis- |, put it on was, that it would make an exposed fron- 
| sion of Texas, and about fifty northern votes for | 
'| the admission of Texas. 


tier, and, if Great Britain succeeded in her object, 
In the Senate the vote || it would be impoasible that that frontier could be 
stood for the admission of Texas twenty-seven, |, secured against the aggression of the Abolitionists; 
and twenty-five against it; and of those twenty- |, and that this Government was bound, under the 
seven vetes, constituting a majority for the admis- |, guaranties of the Constitution, to protect us 
sion of Texas, in this body, no less than thirteen | against such a state of things. . 
of them came from the free States—four of them | Mr. WEBSTER. That comes, I suppose, sir, 
were from New England. ‘I'he whole of these || to exactly the same thing. 1 was, that Texas 
| must be obtained for the security of the slave in- 
fraction you see of one-half of all the votes in || terest of the South. ites 
this body for the admission of Texas, with its | Mr. CALHOUN. Another view is very dis- 
immeasurable extent of slave territory—were sent |, tinctly given. 
i Mr, WEBSTER. That was the object set 
| Sir, there is not so remarkable a chapter in our || forth in the correspondence of a worthy gentleman 
| history of political events, political parties, and || not now living, who preceded the honorable mem- 
political men, as is afforded by this measure for |; ber from South Carolina in that office. There re- 
| the admission of Texas, with this immense ter- || pose on the fiies of the Department of State, as I 
ritory, over which a bird can not fly in a week, }, have occasion to know, strong letters from Mr. 
[Laughter.] Sir, New England, with some of her i Upsher to the United States Minister in England, 
votes, supported this measure. Three-fourths of | and I believe there are some to the same minister 
the votes of liberty-loving Connecticut went for it | from the honorable Senator himself, asserting to 
in the other House, and one-half here. There | this extent the sentiments of this Government, that 
was one vote for it in Maine, but 1 am happy to , Great Britain was expected not to interfere to take 
say, not the vote of the honorable member who || Texas out of the hands of its then existing gov- 
addressed the Senate the day before yesterday, || ernment, and make it a free country. But my ar- 
_— Ham tn,] and who was then a Representative || gument—my suggestion is this: that those gentle- 
rom Maine in the other House; but there was a || men who composed the northern Democracy, when 
vote or two from Maine—ay, and there was one |, Texas was brought into the Union, saw with all 
vote for it in Massachusetts, the gentleman then || their eyes, that it was brought in as a slave coun- 
representing and now living in the district, in which || try, and brought in for the purpose of being main- 
the prevalence of free-soil sentiment for a couple || tained, as slave territory, to the Greek Kalends. I 
of years or so, has defeated the choice of any | rather think the honorable gentleman, who was 
member to represent it in Congress. Sir, that |, then Secretary of State, might, in some of his cor- 
body of northern and eastern men, who gave those |, respondence with Mr, Murphy, have suggesied 
| that it was not expedient to say too much about 
| this object, that it might create some alarm; but, 
| sir, he did avow it boldly and manfully; he did 
| not disguise his conduct. 
| Mr. CALHOUN. Never, never. 
Mr. WEBSTER. What he means he is very 
apt to say. 
| under pledges—absolute pledges to the slave inter- || Mr. CALHOUN. Always, always. 
est in the case of Texas, and afterward in the Mr. WEBSTER. And I honor him for it. 
case of these new conquests. My honorable friend || This was in 1845. Then, in 1847, flagrante bello 
from Georgia, in March, 1847, moved the Senate | between the United States and Mexico, the prop- 
' to declare that the war ought not be prosecuted || osition | have mentioned, was brought forward by 
for acquisition, for conquest, for the dismember- || my friend from Georgia—the northern Democracy 
ment of Mexico, The same northern Democ- || voting straight ahead against it. Their remedy 
racy entirely voted agairst-it. He did not get a || was to apply to the acquisitions, after they should 
vote from them. It suited the views, the patriot- || come in, the Wilmost proviso. What foliows? 
ism, the elevated sentiments of the northern De- || These two gentlemen, worthy and honorable, and 
| mocrucy, to bring in a world here, among the || influential men—and if they had not. been, they 


j 





selves, in the nomenclature of politics, the appel- 

lation of the northern Democracy. They under- 
| took to wield the destinies. of this émpire—if I 
| may call a republic an empire—and their polic 
was, and they persisted in it, to nrigg: tote this || 


| country all the territory they could. ey did it } 
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could not have carried the measure—these two | 
nilemen, members of this body, brought in | 
exas, and by their votes they prevented the pas- | 
sage of the resolation of the honorable member 
from Georgia, and then they went home and took 
the lead in the Free-Soil party. And there they 
stand, sir! They leave us here, bound in honor | 
and conscience by the resolutions of annexation; | 
they jeave us here to take the odium of fulfilling | 
the obligations, in favor of slavery, which they | 
voted us into, or else the greater odium of violating 
those obligations while they are at home making 
rousing and capital speeches for free soil and no 
slavery. [{Laughter.} And therefore | say, sir, 
that there is not achapter in our history, respect- 
ing public measures and public men, more full of 
what should create surprise—more full of what 
does create, in my mind, extreme mortification— | 
than that of the conduct of this northern Democ- | 
racy. 
Mr. President, sometimes, when a man is found 
in a new relation to things around him, and to 
other men, he says that the world has changed, 
and that he has not changed. I believe, sir, thatour | 
self-respect leads us often to make this declaration 
in regard to ourselves, when it is not exactly true. 
An individual is more apt to change, perhaps, than 
al! the world around him istochange. But, under 
the present circumstances, and under the respon- 
sibility which I know | incur by what | am now | 
stating here, I feel at liberty to recur to the various 
ex pressions and statements, made at various times, 
of my own opinions and resolutions respecting the 
admission of Texas, and all that has followed. 





Sir, as early as 1836, or in the earlier part of 1837, || 


a matier of conversation and correspondence be- | 
tween myself and some private friends, was this 
project of annexing Texas to the United States; | 
and an honorable gentleman, with whom I have | 
had a long acquaintance, a friend of mine, now 
perhaps in this chamber—I mean Gen. Hamilton, 
of South Carolina—was knowing to that corre- 


spondence. I had voted forthe recognition of Texan || 
ed because | believed it was an exist- || 
ac 


ing fact, surprising and astonishing as it was, and 
I wished well to the new Republic; but | manifest- 
ed from the first, utter opposition to bringing her 
with her territory into the Union. I had occasion, 
sir, in 1837, to meet friends in New York, on some 
political occasion, and I then stated my sentiments 
upon the subject. It was the first time that [ had 
occasion to advert to it; and I willask a friend near 
me todo me the favor to read an extract from the 
speech, for the Senate may find it rather tedious to 
listen to the whole of ite It was delivered in Nib- 
lo’s Garden in 1837. 

Mr. Greene then read the following extract | 
from the speech of the honorable Senator, to which | 
he referred: 

“Gentleman, we all see that, by whomsoever possessed, 
Texas ix likely to be a slaveholding country; and « frankly 
avow my enure unwillinsness to do anything which shail 
extend the slavery of the African race on this continent, or | 
add other siaveholding States to the Union. 

« When I say that I regard slavery in itself as a great 
moral, secial, and political evil, | only use language which | 
has been adopted by distinguished men, themselves citizens 
of sl veholding States, 

[shall do nothing, therefore, to favor or encourage iis 
farther extension. e have slavery already among us. 
The Constitution found it among us; it recognized it, and 
gave it solemn guaranties, ° 

“To the full extent of these guaranties, we are all hound 
in honor, in justice, and by the Constitution. All the stipu- 
lations contained in the Constitution in favor of the slave- 
holding States, which are already in the Union, ought to be 

















| 


| population, into the United States. 





mean time, it had so happenened, that I had be- 
come a member of the Executive Administration, 
and was, for a short period, in the Department of 
State. The annexation of Texas, had become a 
subject of conversation— not confidential—with the 
President and heads of Departments, as well as 
with other public men. No serious attempt was 
then made to bring it about. I left the Depart- 
ment of State in May, 1843, and shortly after, I 
learned, though no way connected with official in- 
formation, that a design had been taken up, of 
bringing in Texas, with her slave territory and 
I was here, 
in Washington, at the time; and the persons gre 
now here who will remember, that we had an ar- 
ranged meeting for conversation upon it. 1 went 
home, to Massachusetts, and proclaimed the ex- 
istence of that purpose ; but | could get no au- 
dience, and but little attention. Somé did not be- 
lieve it, and some were engaged in their own pur- 
suits. They had gone to their farms, or to their 
merchandise, and it was impossible to arouse any 
sentiment in New England or in Massachusetts 
that should combine the two great polical parties 
against this annexation; and, indeed, there was 
no hope of bringing the northern Democracy into 


|| that view, for the leaning was all the other way. 
| But, sir, even with Whigs, and leading Whigs, | 


am ashamed to say, there was a great indifference 
toward the admission of Texas, with slave terri- 
tory, into this Union. It went on. I was then 
out of Congress. The annexation resolution 
passed the Ist of March, 1845. ‘Texas complied 
with them; the Legislature of Texas complied 
with the conditions, and accepted the guaranties; 
for the phraseology of the language of the resolu- 
tion is, that Texas is to come in “upon the con- 
ditions, and under the guaranties, herein pre- 
scribed.’’ I happened to be returned to the Senate 
in March, 1845, and was here in December, 1845, 
when the acceptance by Texas, of the conditions 
roposed by Congress, were laid before us by the 
resident; and an act, for the consummation of the 
connection, was laid before the two Houses. The 
connection was not completed. A final law, doing 


| the deed of annexation, ultimately, had not been 
| passed; and when it was upon its final passage 


| here, | expressed my opposition to it, and re- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


corded my vote in the negative; and there that 
vote stands, with the observations that I made 
upon that occasion. It happened, that between 
1837 and this time, on various occasions and op- 
portunities, I had expressed my entire opposition 
to the admission of slave States, or the acquisition 
of new slave territories, to be added to the United 
States. I know, sir, no change in my own senti- 
ments, or my own purposes, in that respect. | 
will now, again, ask my friend from Rhode Island, 


|| to read another extract from a speech of mine, 


made at a Whig Convention, in Springfield, Mas- 
sachusetts, in the month of September, 1847. 
Mr. Greene here read the following extract: 


We hear much just now of a panacea for the dangers 
and evils of slavery and slave annexation, which they call 
the ‘ Wilmot Proviso.’ That certainly is # just sentiment, 
but itis nota sentiment to found any new party upon. It 
is nota sentiment on which Massachusetts Whigs differ. 
There is not a man in this hall who holds to it more firmly 
than I do, nor one who adheres to it more than another. 

* | feel some little interest in this matter, sir. Did not I 
commit myself in 1838 to the whole doctrine, fully, entirely? 
And I must be permitted to say, that I cannot quite consent 
that more recent discoverers should claim .be merit and take 
out a patent. 

* L deny the priority of theirinvention. A‘low me to say, 

* 


fulfilled, and, so far as depends on me, shall be fulfilled in || sir, it is not their thunder. * _ 


the fullness of their spirit, and to the exactness of their let- 
ter. Slavery, as it exists in the States, is beyond the reach 
of Congress. [1 isa concern of the States themselves. They 
bive never submiued it to Congress, and Congress has no 
rightful power over it. 


‘** { shall concur, therefore, ‘n no act, no measure, no men- || 


ace, no indication of purpose which shall interfere or 
threa‘en to interfere with the exclusive authority of the 








several States over the subject of slavery, as it+ xists within || 


their respective limits. All this appears to me to be matter 
of plixin and imperative duty. 

* But when we come te speak of admitting new States, 
the subject assumes an entirely different aspect. Our rights 
and our duties are then both different. * * * 

** [ see, therefore, no political necessity for theannexa'ion 
of Texas to the Union—no advantages to be derived frm 
it; and objections to it of a strong, and, in my judgment, of 
a d-e sive character.” 


Mr. WEBSTER. I have nothing, sir, to add 
to, nor to take back from, those sentiments. That, 
the Senate will perceive, was in 1837. The pur- 
pose of immediately annexing Texas, at that time, | 
was abandoned or posiponed; and it was not re- | 
vived, with any vigor, for seme years. In the 





| 





**We are to use the first, and last, and every occasion 

hich offers, to oppose the extension of slave power. 

*But I speak of it here, as in Congress, as a political 
question—a question for statesmen to act upon. We must 
so regard it. | certainly do not mean to say that it is less 
important in a moral point of view—that it is not more im- 
portantin many other points of view; but, as a legislator, 
or in any official capacity, I must look atit, consider it, and 
decide it, as a matter of political action.” 

Mr. WEBSTER. On other occasions, in de- 
bates here, I have expressed my determination to 
vote for no acquisition, or cession, or annexation, 
North or South, East or West. My opinion has 
been, that we have territory enough, and that we 
should follow the Spartan maxim, “ Improve, 
adorn what you have, seek no farther.”’ I think 
that it was in some observations that [ made here 
on the three million loan, bill, that | avowed that 
sentiment. In short, sir, the sentiment has been 
avowed quite as often, in as many places, and 
before as many assemblages, as any of the humble 
sentiments of mine onght to be avowed. 
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But now that, under certain conditions 
is in with all her territories, asa slave State. ot 
solemn pledge that ifshe is divided into many en . 
those States may come in as slave States aac 
36° 30’, how are we to deal with it? | know 
way of honorable legislation, but, when the pro bo 
time comes for the enactment, to carry lnaxall 
all that we have stipulated to do. 1 do not ent) = 
agree with my honorable friend from Tenneene 
{Mr. Bext,] that, as soon as the time comes wh s 
she is entitled toanother Reprecentative, we sho id 
create a new Staie. The rule in regard to it | 
take to be this: that when we have created ne 
States out of territories, we have generally ion 
upon the idea, that when there is population eno A 
to form a State—sixty thousand, or some Such 
thing—we would create a State; but it may be 
thought quite a different thirg when a State is qj. 
vided, and two or more States made out of it, It 
does not follow, in such a case, that the same rule 
of apportionment should be applied. That, how. 
ever, is a matter for the consideration of Congress 
when the proper time arrives. I may not be here— 
I may have no vote to give on the occasion; but | 
wish it to be distinctly understood to-day, that 
according to my view of the matter, this Govern. 
ment is solemnly pledged, by law, to create new 
States out of Texas, with her consent, when her 
population shall justify such a proceeding, and so 
far as such States are formed out of Texan terri. 
tory lying south of 36° 30’, to let them come in 
as slave States. That is the meaning of the reso- 
lution which our friends, the northern Democracy, 
have left us to fulfill; and I, for one, mean to fulfill 
it, because I will not violate the faith of the Goy- 
ernment. 

Now, as to California and New Mexico, [ hold 
slavery to be excluded from those territories bya 
law even superior to that which admits and sanc- 
ions it in Texas—I mean the law of nature—of 
physical geography—the law of the formation of 
the earth. Thatlaw settles forever, witha strength 
beyond allterms of human enactment, that slavery 
cannot exist in California or New Mexico. Un- 
derstand me, sir—I mean slavery as we regard it; 
slaves in the gross, of the colored race, transfera- 
ble by sale and delivery, like other property. | 
shall not discuss that point. | leave it to the learned 
em who have undertaken to discuss it; but 

suppose there is no slave of that description in 
California now. I understand that peonism, a sort 
of penal servitude, exists there; or, rather, a 
voluntary sale of a man and his offspring for debt, 
as it is arranged and exists in some parts of Califor- 
niaand New Mexico. But what I mean to say is, 
that African slavery, as we see it among us, Is as 
utterly impossible to find itself, or to be found in 
Mexico, as any other natural impossibility. Cali- 
fornia and New Mexico are Asiatic in their forma- 
tion and scenery. They are composed of vast 
ridges of mountains, of enormous height, with 
sometimes broken ridges and deep valleys. The 
sides of these mountains are barren—entirely bar- 
ren—their tops capped by perennial snow. There 
may be in California, now made free by its con- 
stitution—and no doubt there are—some tracts of 
valuable land. But itis not so in New Mexico. 
Pray, what is the evidence which any gentleman 
has obtained on, this subject, from information 
sought by himself or communicated by others? | 
have inquired, and read all | could, to obtain infor- 
mation on this subject. 
Mexico that could by any possibility mduce any 
body to go there with slaves? There are some 
narrow strips of tillable land on the borders of the 
rivers; but the rivers themselves dry up before mid- 
summer is gone. All that the people can do is to 
raise some little articles—some little wheat for their 
tortillas—and all that by irrigation. And who 
expects to see a hundred black men cultivating 
tobacco, corn, cotton, rice, or anything else, on 
lunds in New Mexico, made fertile only by irriga- 
tion? I look upon it, therefore, as a fixed fact, to 
vse an expression current to the day, that both 
California and New Mexico are destined to be 
free, so far as they are settled at all, which I be- 
lieve, eo my in regard to New Mexico, will be 
very little for a great length of time—free by the 
arrangement of things by the Power above us. _ 
have therefore to say, in this respect also, that this 
country is fixed fur freedom, to as many persons 
as shall ever live there, by as irrepealable and 
a more irrepealable law, than the law that attaches 
to the right of holding slaves in Texas; and | will 
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